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NEW WINDSOR ?ONING BOARD OF APPEALS (2BA DISK#8a-050388.FD)

In the Matter of the Application of

MOBIL OIL CORPORATION, DECISION GRANTING
SIGN VARIANCE

WHEREAS, MOBIL OIL CORPORATION, a corporation with offices
located at 50 Broadway, Hawthorne, N. Y. 10532, has made application
before the Zoning Board of Appeals for (1) 162.4 s.f. sign area
variance for five, free-standing signs, (2) 36.4 s.f. sign area
variances for seven wall signs, (3) 13 ft. setback from lot line
variance for sign #1, (4) 14.2 ft. setback from lot line variance for
sign #2 and (5) four free-standing sign variances to allow a total of
five free-standing signs in a zone where only one free-standing sign
is permitted, all to be located at its premises fronting on both NYS.
Route 32 and NYS Route 94 at Five Corners, Vails Gate location in a C
zone; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on the 5th day of October,
1992, before the Zoning Board of Appeals at the Town Hall, New
Windsor, New York; and

WHEREAS, the applicant was represented at said public hearing by
Gary Hughes, project engineer for Mobil 0il Corporation, Christopher
Richter of Bohler Engineering, both of which spoke in support of the
application; and

WHEREAS, application was opposed by Herbert Slepoy of Apache
Associates which owns the real property on which a nearby Pizza Hut
restaurant is located. Mr. Slepoy's agent, Gregory Shaw, P.E. of Shaw
Engineering, appeared at the said public hearing on behalf of Mr.
Slepoy and presented a letter dated October.2, 1992 which stated that
Mr. Slepoy objected to the gasoline pricing sign on Route 94 which was
proposed by Mobil 0il to be attached to a light pole at the rear of
the station within a seven foot setback from Route 94. Mr. Shaw
stated that his client was opposed to said sign because it would
impair the visibility of the Pizza Hut restaurant from Five Corners.
Mr. Shaw felt that Pizza Hut's visibility already was impaired by
Mobil's previous construction of a car wash and equipment building,
and said sign would further impair Pizza Hut's visibility; and

WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New Windsor
makes the following findings of fact in this matter:

l. The notice of public hearing was duly sent to residents and
businesses as prescribed by law and published in The Sentinel, also as
required by law.

2. The evidence shows that the applicant is seeking to vary the



provisions of the bulk regulations pertaining to sign area for
free-standing signs, sign area for wall signs, setback from lot line
for signs, and total number of free-standing signs in order to
construct free-standing signs, building signs (including Pegasus
disks) on buildings and canopies, and interior signs on pump islands
on its site located at the intersection of NYS Route 32 and NYS Route
94 at Five Corners in Vails Gate.

3. Applicant's proposed sign area exceeds the bulk regulations
for signs in the C zone by a total of 162.4 s.f. for the five
free-standing signs by a total of 36.4 s.f. for the seven wall signs,
and by locating sign number one 13 ft. too close to the lot line, and
by locating sign number two 14.2 ft. too close to the lot line, and by
proposing four free-standing signs in addition to the one
free-standing sign permitted in the C zone and variances are required
for more than the allowable free-standing sign area, for more than the
allowable wall sign area, and for insufficient sign set back from the
lot lines and for an excess number of free-standing signs in order to
allow construction thereof.

4, The evidence presented and the Board's familiarity with the
area shows that Five Corners in Vails Gate, at the Mobil 0il site, is
a well-traveled and complex intersection of three major arteries (NYS
Route 32, 94 and 300) at the five-cornered intersection which carries
a high volume of traffic (some of which is relatively fast-moving
through traffic) and has inherent problems with turning traffic and
traffic flow. In addition, the existing complex directional signage
and pavement markings and signage for many existing businesses at and
near all five corners creates a need for very clear and instantly
recognizable signage to identify the location of area businesses at
this intersection and such signage is absolutely essential to avoid
adversely impacting traffic at this complex intersection.

5. The evidence presented by the applicant further indicated
that a recent redesign of the Five Corners intersection by the NYS
Department of Transportation adversely impacted the applicant by
moving the curbs in towards the applicant's site, by taking some of
the applicant's corner property, and by relocating a very large
traffic light pole and wires to a position which partly obscures
applicant's sign at the corner of NYS Route 32 and 94.

6. The evidence presented by the applicant also indicated that
the proposed signage is specifically critical at the Five Corners
because of the amount of other signs in the area as well as the
complexity of the intersection. Applicant presented illustrations of
the other signs which appear on adjacent and nearby parcels at the
intersection, showing square footage as well as other specific
information on setbacks and encroachments into the rights~of-way. It
appeared from analyzing this data that the applicant's sign package,
although involving substantial variances, doeS not unduly expand upon
applicant's existing signage nor upon signage for other nearby
businesses, and is less intrusive and less confusing than much of the
existing signage near the intersection since it is smaller in size and
set back further from the right of way than much of the ex1st1ng
signage in the area.



7. The information submitted by the applicant showed that the
recent redesign of the applicant's property from a traditional gas
station with automotive service into a Mobil self-service station with
Mobil Mart retail store and car wash has created the need for new
signage to identify the several new operations on the site. 1In
addition, since gasoline sales are price sensitive, the applicant
indicated that display of pricing information on both its road
frontages was absolutely essential to its operation on the site. The
applicant responded to this Board's concern about excessive signage by
eliminating entirely a free-standing sign at the southeast corner of
the property adjacent to NYS Route 32 which would have displayed the
Mobil logo and pricing information. In addition, the applicant
offered to further ameliorate the impact of its sign package by .
agreeing to limit the information displayed on the free-standing sign
at the northwest corner of the property, adjacent to NYS Route 94 by
restricting said sign to the display of the Mobil logo on two sides
and pricing information on two sides. The applicant indicated that’
this sign was necessary to make said data visible and traffic on NYS
Route 94. This proposed sign in this location is smaller than the
existing signage.

8. The information presented by the applicant indicated that the
" free-standing sign at the northeast corner of the property at the
intersection of NYS Route 32 and 94 was necessary to identify the site
and gasocline prices and service to traffic on NYS Route 32 and 300.

9. The applicant also indicated that the wall signs were
necessary for identification of the site and of new goods and services
available on the site. The interior signs on the pump islands were
designed to allow the applicant to market items at the site without
impacting the roadway system and making the road signage more
confusing. It is this Board's finding that the signage package as
reduced and conditioned by the applicant has ameliorated the adverse
impacts of signage on the public health, safety, and welfare while at
the same time giving the applicant reasonable exposure for its
operations at the site.

10. This Board has considered the objections of Herbert Slepoy
and his agent, Gregory Shaw, P. E. and finds that the same do not
warrant denial of variances pertaining to the sign to be located at
the northwest corner of the property adjacent to NYS Route 94. It
should be noted for the record that the property on which Pizza Hut is
located and the applicant's property, are not adjacent parcels; there
is a narrow intervening parcel owned by a third party. The impairment
of visibility of the Pizza Hut restaurant from the Five Corners is not
so much a function of the recently constructed Mobil Car Wash and
egquipment building (which it must be noted were constructed within the
parameters of the Zoning Local Law since variances pertaining to the
said car wash were previously denied by this Board by its decision
dated September 23, 1991, File No. 91-23, and said car wash was
redesigned and built in a conforming manner) but from the layout of
the Pizza Hut site which places the building considerably back from
the road and lower than the road. In addition, the top of the
proposed Mobil sign in question is located lower than the bottom of
the closest Pizza Hut sign and said Pizza Hut sign is twice the size



of the Mobil sign, thus this Board finds that the proposed Mobil
signage will have a negligible impact upon the visibility of the Pizza
Hut restaurant and signage.

11. The evidence furnished by the applicant and this Board's
familiarity with the area further shows that clear, easily recognized
signage is especially critical in this area of Five Corners because of
the complex intersection, the high volume of traffic - both fast
moving through traffic and slow turning traffic - and because the
recent redesign of the intersection and the reconstruction at the
applicant's property with a new configuration of buildings offering
added services and goods and new traffic patterns, new, well-designed,
and instantly recognizable signage is absolutely essential. It is the
finding of this Board that the sign package presented, after the
applicant ameliorated some ill effects, by reducing the same and
conditioning the same, will minimize the hazards to the public health,
safety and welfare, and at the same time provide the applicant with
necessary exposure for its operation on the site.

12. The evidence presented further showed that the proposed
signage will facilitate ready identification of the applicant's
property by passing motorists.

WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New Windsor
makes the following conclusions of law in this matter:

1l. The requested variances will not produce an undesirable
change in the character of the neighborhood or create a detriment to
nearby properties. The premises are used for uses permitted in the C
zone which is consistent with the character of the neighborhood. The
proposed signage is consistent with the character of the neighborhood
and is closer to conforming to the bulk requirements than signage on
some neighboring properties.

2. There is no other feasible method available to applicant
which can produce the benefit sought other than the variance
procedure.

3. The requested variances are susbtantial in relation to the
bulk regulations for sign area for free-standing signs, sign area for
wall signs, set back from lot lines for signs and number of
free-standing signs permitted on a site. However, it is the
conclusion of this Board that the granting of the regquested
substantial variances are warranted here because the proposed signage
is a reasonable balancing of the applicant's need to identify the
applicant's expanded operation on the site and the need to protect the
health, safety and welfare of the public near a busy and complex
intersection which already contains considerable signage, much of
which is even more substantially violative of the bulk regulations.
It is also the conclusion of this Board that the proposed signage,
which is consistent with Mobil's standard sign package, is more
readily identified by passing motorists and this is a benefit to the
public in that it allows a quick perception of the signage, which
allows a motorist time to decide whether to stop at the applicant's
property, and to react to that decision without adversely impacting



other traffic. This benefit can only be achieved by granting the
substantial variances sought herein.

4. The requested variances will not have an adverse effect or
impact on the physical or environmental conditions in the neighborhood
or zoning district.

5. The difficulty the applicant faces in conforming to the bulk
regulations is not self-created, or is only partially self-created.
The recent redesign of the Five Corners intersection by the NYS
Department of Transportation and the resulting taking of part of the
applicant's corner property and the redesign of its curb cuts are all
difficulties that were not self-created. The rebuilding of the
facilities and the expanded use of the site were self-created
difficulties but they represent a reasonable conforming use of the
applicant's property in the C zone (retail stores are permitted by
right therein and gasoline filling stations are uses permitted by
special permit therein). The signage is incidental to this use and is
reasonable in these circumstances.

6. It is the finding of this Board that the benefit to the
applicant, if the requested sign variances are granted, outweighs the
detriment to the health, safety and welfare of the neighborhood or
community by such grant.

7. It is the further finding of this Board that the requested
sign variances are the minimum variances necessary and adegquate to
allow the applicant relief from the requirements of the bulk
regulations and at the same time preserve and protect the character of
the neighborhood and the health, safety and welfare of the community.

8. The interests of justice will be served by allowing the
granting of the requested sign variances.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT

RESOLVED, that the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New
Windsor GRANT (1) 162.4 s.f. sign area variance for five free-standing
signs, (2) 36.4 s.f. sign area variance for seven wall signs, (3) 13
ft. setback from lot line variance for sign #1, (4) 14.2 ft. setback
from lot line variance for sign #2, (5) four free-standing sign
variances to allow a total of five free-standing signs in a zone when
only one free-standing sign is permitted, upon the condition that
free-standing sign #2 shall be restricted to the display of the Mobil
logo on two sides and pricing information on two sides, at the above
location in a C zone, as sought by the applicant in accordance with
plans filed with the Building Inspector and presented at the public
hearing.

BE IT FURTHER, g
RESOLVED, that the Secretary of the Zoning Board of Appeals of

the Town of New Windsor transmit a copy of this decision to the Town
Clerk, Town Planning Board and applicant.



Dated: December 28, 1992..

(Z2BA DISK#8a-050388.fd)
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October 2, 1992

Zoning Board of Appeals
ATTN: Pat Barnhardt
555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

SUBJECT: Delegation of Signature Authority to GARY E. HUGHES,
Project Engineer for Mobil 0il Corporation.

Dear MS. Barnhardt:
This letter confirms that GARY E. HUGHES, Project Engineef, is
authorized signature authority for documents relating to

planning, zoning and permitting applications on behalf of Mobil
0il Corporation.

Please contact me with any questions, 914-742-2921.

Engineering Manager
GEH/geh
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October 5, 1992

IT,"0IL: CORP.

- PUBLIC HEARING

MR. FENWICK: The first public hearing on Mobil
0il Corporation request for 1, 162.4 square foot
sign area variance for five, three standing signs.
Item number 2, 36.4 square foot for seven wall
signs. Item number 3, 13 foot setback from lot
line for sign number one. Item number 4, 14.2
foot setback from lot line for sign number 2.5,
not more than one free standing sign is permitted.
Location is five corners Vails Gate. Present. is
Chris Richter and Gary Hughes. I have a letter
here in the file somewhere. Mr. Hughes, is an
authorized speaker of the property.

MR. RICHTER: I think I will start from scratch’
since we are at a public hearing tonight. My name
is Chris Richter. I am here on behalf of Mobil
0il Corporation. Also Gary Hughes is project
engineer who is handling the construction on the
project. 1I'd like to present the basic sign
package to you first and then go into the
substantiating of the granting of the variances.
As you know Mobil just constructed a full service
gasoline station with a car wash, service building
and six multi-product dispensers. As part of that
facility we are proposing a sign package
consisting of one car wash building mounted, which
is 12.5 square feet. That is an existing sign at
this time. Two canopy legends consisting of
sixteen square feet, once again those are
presently installed and existing. A Mobil Mart
sign consisting of 11.3 square feet which is also
existing. Two Pegasus discs which are wing horses
mounted on each side of the service building, we
generally consider those logos. Some
municipalities consider those as signs. It's a
matter of interpretation. 1In addition we are
proposing a free standing sign located at the
intersection of 94 and 32 free standing consisting
of 49.5 square feet. Proposal also consists of
three, we consider interior message unit signs
which are 10.1 square feet. Each of those are
located between the fuel dispensing islands.

Those serve to market patrons which are already at
the islands themselves. Are not intended to
distract the passerby vehicle. Final signs we are

23
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proposing is what we call a snap lock sign which
is located, which shall be located on a light pole
located on the westerly side of the westerly
ingress/egress off of 94. That sign was a matter
of discussion at our last meeting. At that time,
I made reference that it was to be used for
pricing as well as marketing certain seasonal
products. After consulting with Mobil it was
decided that we would restrict that just to
pricing information. Justification on the sign is
the free standing sign on the intersection of 94
and 32 oriented in an east/west fashion so that
vehicles coming east and west on 94 would not be
able to see that sign until they are physically at

"that intersection.[ Pricing information, which is

critical in todays marketplace, would not be
visible until that vehicle is already passed the
station. Resulting in an impulse movement, sharp
right adverse impact on the public health and
safety.

Our second drawing gave full details on those
signs which is part of the package. The I.D. sign
itself consists of 23.8 square foot I.D. portion
as well as a 19.8 pricing section. Then a 5.9
square foot wash ancillary sign. The, the free
standing sign itself is critical with respect to
its location. The fact .that patrons using service
stations are quite often impulse shoppers where
they will see a station, make a relatively impulse
move where they would, they need to see that sign
relatively good distance so they can see it,
perceive it, make a decision to enter the station
and then react to their decision and maneuver into
the station. | It's also specifically critical at
five corners because of the amount of other signs
in the area and as well as the complexity of the
intersection. What I've submitted to you tonight
is a short report that illustrates the other signs
at the intersection showing square footage as well
as their specific location.

As you can see on that summary sheet which is the
second sheet all those signs directly at the
intersection are the setbacks to the right-of-ways
are zero feet where actually they maybe less.

Some of the signs may actually be encroaching into
the right-of-way. We did not perform surveys on
the individual properties. We are not aware of
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their exact location. Based on the curbs they are
on or within the existing right-of-ways. The
proposed total square footage of 49 square feet is
consistent within those signs at the intersection
slightly larger than others, slightly smaller than
others. So with respect to the detriment to the
neighborhood itself it's clear that we are
consistent with the neighborhood signage that will
cause no adverse impact to the overall
neighborhood and intersection.

As the attorney mentioned we have to substantiate
our request through five items. With respect to
the nearby properties as I just mentioned our
_signage is consistent with the neighborhood and by
being consistent we will not cause any adverse
impact or detriment to the neighborhood.

Item two has to do with any other feasible method
of obtainihg our goals without creating variances.
his sign package is intended to supply the patron
and the traveling motorist with ample time to see
the site and react. The square footage that we
are requesting is intended to benefit the

. traveling public through providing ample time to
react and enter the site. We feel that through
the number of structures as well as the perplexity
of the intersection that the request for variances
is a true benefit to the public as opposed to a
detriment and that the variance procedure is
required to provide that benefit.

Item three, is has to do with the substantial '
impact with respect to the ordinance. Once again
due to the number of facilities, the car wash, the
mart structure, the canopy and the number of
services provided by the station we require
additional signage. As a result of that
requirement we have exceeded the number of signs
permitted by ordinance. With respect to the
square footage requirements once again that is
correlated back to the fact we need to provide
adequate reaction time to the traveling motorist
and the substantial nature of the increase square
footage is direct benefit to the public as opposed
to a detriment. v ‘
With respect to number four, any adverse effects
on the physical environmental conditions, the site
is presently zoned as commercial. The use is.
consistent with the intersection, both on 94, 32
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and the surrounding areas so that based on the
fact that we are consistent with those uses there
will be no adverse impact on the surrounding area
due to the signage.

Item number 5, how is it a self-created hardship.
That the hardship in itself as far as providing
additional signage and the square footage is an
industry created hardship where we have to compete
with those others in the business in the direct
vicinity of the site and the number of signs as a
direct result of both providing the public with
ample time to react as well as on site circulation
providing signage on the buildings to allow those
patrons service, the site using the site, to know
where they're going and which structure they are
heading for as well as free standing signs we need
to provide the I.D., the pricing and the car wash
in order to notify the public of what's going on
on the site as well as being competitive in the
marketplace. So the hardship as comparing this to
a self-created hardship we blame this almost on
the industry and the competitive nature of the
industry. 1In fact we need the signage in order to
compete in towards marketplace, with that in mind.

MR. LUCIA: On that last point was some of the
change in signage necessitated by D.O.T.
restructuring the five corners intersection?

MR. RICHTER: That's correct, that's an additional
hardship was the acquisition of the right-of-way
and the restructuring so that the sign itself is
now in closer proximity to the right-of-way line
and that taking intensified our request for a
variance.

MR. FENWICK: The proposed sign number 2, the free
standing sign on the 94 side up the middle, d4iad
you change the size of that? Did you down size
it?

MR. RICHTER: No, unfortunately it is a standard
size for Mobil as far as the point of all of snap
lock signs. We are willing to commit to strictly
signage on that, excuse me, strictly pricing.
That is once again based on the fact

orientation of that sign is such the main I.D.
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pricing sign is such we really need to notify if a
motorist is traveling eastbound on 94 that it is a
service station due to competitive nature of the
industry pricing is essential these days.

MR. FENWICK: Let me understand, what you were
going to do before then was going to have the
advertising for the quick advertising in lieu of
the pricing?

MR. RICHTER: That's correct. 1I've got a photo
here of another snap lock sign the board requested
a couple of photos the last time. One of an
existing interior message unit and one of a snap
lock. It has some of the traditional marketing
ploys that are placed on the snap locks. We would
submit to a pricing which would be the three
grades of gas --

MR. FENWICK: What are considered the snap lock
signs?

MR. RICHTER: The one in the light post snap lock,
the small one is the interior message unit which
is a ten square foot sign that is located between
the two fuel dispensers.

MR. FENWICK: We are seeing representation of the
size there?

MR. RICHTER: That is the exact size =-- I have
also provided, also, got a detail here showing
exact dimensional proposal for the point of a
sales sign. )

MR. FENWICK: This sign is going to be
substantially away from the curb so it's not going
to present a traffic hazard. It can be seen?

It's not a problem with somebody exiting there,
going to be able to see?

MR. RICHTER: The height of the sign is such a
motorist, traveling motorist, the eye height would
be the below the bottom of the sign.

MR. TORLEY: What do you mean externally
illuminated?
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MR. RICHTER: The light pole itself since it's

mounted on a light pole the down light from the

light which also lights the intersection creates

. the light as required. There is no additional
lighting for that snap lock.

MR. FENWICK: No specific lighting for the sign
there?

MR. RICHTER: That's correct. It just benefits
from the location.

MR. TORLEY: It's a two face sign?
MR. RICHTER: Correct.

MR. TORLEY: That's probably the company's
standard. I was curious why you need the second
face facing east because anyone coming from that
direction has obviously seen your other signs.

MR. RICHTER: True, it is the way the sign is
constructed. Snaps on that to that light pole and
it's a double face sign. That is the standard.

MR. FENWICK: It would look stupid if it didn't
have something on it. I know we like to cut down
signs. I am more concerned with size rather than
faces myself.

MR. RICHTER: Just the signs we are proposing are
extremely consistent with industry standards. Not
excessive in anyway as far as --

MR. FENWICK: I think the concern of the board the
last time was not so much what you were going to
have on that sign, it was if you in fact were.
going to add to it. 1In other words, have a basic
sign and then write under the bottom with some
kind of promotion with what was going on. If we
are looking at the same size sign I don't know
whether it's much of a concern with us what's on
it as far as pricing or the, what it was going to
be.

MR. TANNER: I think it does make a difference. I
think rising, I can see a legitimate reason for:
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pricing. I can't see a legitimate reason for any
other type of message on there.

. MR. TORLEY: Free glasses or something like that.

MR. TANNER: Yes. -

MR. TORLEY: If you are willing to stipulate
that's what, only that would be on the sign,
you're not going to enlarge it.

‘MR. RICHTER: Nb, it's, once again standard size

and Mobil 0il is willing to commit to pricing only
and it would be incorporated into actions this
board takes.

MR. FENWICK: I guess this is basically the same
as the one I saw at Union Avenue, Meadow Hill.

MR. RICHTER: I am not sure. 207 and 300 station

~Jjust occupy the road that has interior message

unit as well as snap locks.

MR. FENWICK: They are probably the legal. I was
kind of looking at something that was new. The
one that's in the Town of Newburgh was basically
the same type situation that you had here, you
leveled and started over again, that's what I was
looking at using that as a reference.

MR. HUGHES: Yes. 1It's going to be the same,
exact same size signs that are there.

MR. FENWICK: Exact same size signs, snap lock

signs on the poles. Now this would be the same
thing?

MR. HUGHES: That's correct, yes.

MR. FENWICK: .I have spent some time at that
station. .

MR. FENWICK: Any other guestions from members of
the board? At this time I'm going to open this up
to the public. Apparently we have some people
here. Try to be brief with your statements,
listen to the previous person, try not to be
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repetitious.

MR. SHAW: Gregory Shaw, from Shaw Engineering,
Newburgh. I'm here tonight representing my
client, Herbert Sleepboy of Apache Associates who
is the property owner immediately to the west
known as Pizza Hut. Just orientation. Before I
read this letter into the record maybe I would
just point to the sign in question that has Mr.
Sleepboy concerned, that is this snap lock sign
which is within one foot of the property
right-of-way. If I could, the letter is dated
October 2, 1992 Zoning Board of Appeals, 55 Union
Avenue, New Windsor, New York. Gentlemen, since
the Mobil 0il company decided to rebuild the
service station at Routes 32 and 94 my concern as
an adjoining owner, that being Pizza Hut, Route
94, has always been that our visibility from the
corner of Routes 94 and 32 would be reduced to a
point where we have limited rights to visibility.
Mobil 0il had requested and was allowed to build a
car wash building of approximately 50 feet in

.length and then equipment building 20 feet long.

Leaving a small unobstructed view from the corner
of Routes 94 and 32.

Now, Mobil 0il is again asking to further reduce
the unobstructed visibility by requesting a three
and one half foot wide and six foot high gasoline
price sign attached to a light pole which is
setback only seven feet from the property line. I
interject, I believe it's less than a foot, as I
said. You can understand why I'm concerned and
therefore am requesting that the board reject the

B kol S
gasoline price sign on Route 94 being requested to
b&é attached to a light pole atthere the

station in a seven foot setback. There will be a
total of fifteen signs that Mobil 0il will have on
the station to denote prices, the name of the oil
company, listing of services, offices, etc.. My
thought is if they have one less sign for total of
14 signs that Mobil 0il would survive without
having to steal irreplaceable visibility from a
neighboring property owner. Therefore, I am
writing in the hope that the board will understand
and consider my small request. Very truly yours,
Herbert Sleepboy. I would like to present that to
the board. Thank you.
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MR. TORLEY: Your client is not objecting to the
other signs? '

MR. SHAW: No, just the visibility is very
important to the Pizza Hut operation and to any
retail establishment as it presently exists. The
visibility from 32 and 94 is very critical. 1It's
a very busy intersection. As you view in a
westerly direction the major signage for Pizza Hut
is on the roof of the building. That in my

- client's opinion was encroached when they built

the car wash encroaching from a left to the, left
to right. Now with this proposed sign being
installed along the right-of-way he feels it is
encroaching from a right to left as you are
standing at the stop signal at the five corners
looking in a westerly direction. Again, the other
fourteen signs he has no problem, just that one
particular sign.

MR. FENWICK: Just to clarify the record this
board did not allow the car wash to go where it
is. The car wash was put in, moved considerably,
legally.

MR. TANNER: Everyone has a right to exposure. It
didn't say just because you are next to someone
you have to build your building so people can see
their's.

MR. RICHTER: That's correct, I think the Mobil
0il is on a corner property. I am sure that cause
is reflected in the location of the property
opposite to Pizza Hut. I am sure they paid dearly
for that location. With respect to the visibility

.-issue I think by the detail you can see we are

looking at a relatively small sign. Three and a
half feet wide by six feet high. As far as it's
impact on the actual visibility of the Pizza Hut
operations, it's neglectability, at best as far as
motorists traveling up and down 924 having that
sign impact the visibility because of their free
standing sign on the structure. Unfortunately
Pizza Hut building is located relatively far back
and down gradient from the roadway so their
visibility is impaired just through the
construction of the site itself. Our snap lock
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sign will not impact the visibility of their free
standing sign based on the fact it will be much
lower than their free standing sign.

MR. LUCIA: How will the area of the Pizza Hut
free standing compare with the area of that snap
lock?

MR. RICHTER: About twice the size. Now, I almost
guesstimate the square footage I cannot accurately
measure. I estimated about a six by six sign. It
could be slightly larger, slightly smaller. I
think the mounting height of that sign is upwards
of 20 feet in height. I am not sure if that's
been part of an application in the recent past
where that information can be confirmed. But
based on the mounting height of 20 feet and a sign
height of six by six the bottom of their sign
would be fourteen feet which is the top of our
light pole. So you can see that our snap lock
sign would not impact on that site on the
visibility of that sign.

MR. FENWICK: Anything else from members of the
audience? At this time I'll close the public
hearing and open it back up to the members of the
board. Any questions from members of the board?
Comments?

MR. TANNER: I wasn't really in favor of that snap
lock sign for just general advertising but I think
he makes a good point for pricing. If motorists
aren't able to see the price until they get right
into the five corner intersection, that can have
an impact on your business as far as it being
competitive business and they can see other prices
of other stations before they get to that point.

MR. TORLEY: Impact on the customer if he slams on
his brakes.

MR. TANNER: I don't gquite see how it really
impacts on Pizza Hut to any extent.

MR. FENWICK: Mr. Richter, can you come here a
second? If I can identify here. Are we talking
about that sign being this light pole here?
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MR. RICHTER: That's correct.

MR. FENWICK: Certainly seems the telephone pole
is in more of a -- E

MR. TANNER: That's right.

MR. NUGENT: Just the one to the left of the pole.
MR. FENWICK: VYes.

MR.. TORLEY: I have never heard of anybody having
a vested right to be seen across somebody else's

property.

MR. TANNER: I do think that was taken into
consideration with the Planning Board.

MR. FENWICK: I think we definitely thought about
that when we were, when they came before the board

“whether we were questioning the car wash, the

location of the car wash and we took that into
consideration at the time, I'm sure.

MR. TANNER: I think the Planning Board did,
didn't they, Mike?

MR. BABCOCK: Yes.

MR. FENWICK: I myself don't see how this little
snap lock sign is going to affect Pizza Hut. I
could be wrong just by looking at this photograph
here. I like, I happen to like where Pizza Hut
sign is. Certainly looks like they are off the
right-of-way. But as far as from Pizza Hut's
property it's considerable.

MR. FENWICK: Any other questions from members of
the board?

MR. LUCIA: Greg, intervening piece of property
between Mobil and Pizza Hut. They are north
contiguous owners, are they?

MR. SHAW: If it is it's maybe a 20 foot strip.
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MR. TANNER: McDonald's owns the strip that runs
between the two properties.

MR. LUCIA: Fairly good separation between the
signs?

MR. NUGENT: Like 20 feet.
MR. HUGHES: About 26 feet.

MR. RICHTER: As far as the positions between the
two, the distance between the two signs, it would
be almost 100 foot distance between the two signs.

MR. TANNER: When they were in last time we also
were discussing those interior signs and it was
brought up that might be a, also a problem as far
as too much signage on the site. I don't know how
the other board members feel about it but I would

‘like to see some of that cut down.

MR. FENWICK: Those free standing signs that are
at the pump, there are three of them.

MR. RICHTER: That's correct.
MR. FENWICK: Are there three pump locations?

MR. RICHTER: Three tandem pump locations. These
free, the interior message units are standardly

" placed only when you have a tandem dispenser

location. So they, they are there strictly to
market patrons already at the fueling positions.
They are too small. The market items are based
on, opposed to sign and letter, whatnot, it's
based on a patron being within a short --

MR. TANNER: Signs.

MR. RICHTER: 10.1 square feet. Actual sign
dimensions, exact dimensions, I believe are two
and a half by four. I submitted a photograph. I
have got another one here.

MR. TANNER: I saw it when it came by.

MR. RICHTER: If you look at the photograph you
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can see the letter heightening and the marketing
issues are really far, far too small to be seen
from any car passing by. In the event a vehicle
is cued or fueling the sign is obviously blocked
from, totally blocked from view of the 94 and 32.
It certainly seems to be standard features of gas
stations.

This type of sign allows us to get us away from
some of the, unfortunately some of the standard
signage that service stations have used temporary
signs on A stands and whatnot. This will provide
the marketing tools that these stations need
especially when there is a market involved that
has a seasonal promotion inside the mart.

MR. TORLEY: 1If I can get rid of temporary signs I
will be happy. ‘

MR. TANNER: I will agree with that.

MR. FENWICK: I don't see a problem with that
because we are standard looking at what everybody
is doing. These are the first people that come in
here and say can we do this. Whatever the
pleasure of the board is right now. I myself
don't have a problem with that. Most people don't
even consider them signs.

MR. NUGENT: Develop strictly about the center
sign?

MR. FENWICK: Yes. Any other questions from
members of the board? I think the pleasure of the
members of the board the last time was that we
treat each individual sign, I don't know whether
you still want to do that or not, that's up to
you. I know we had talked about it the last time.
We are not locked into that.

MR. TANNER: I don't have a problem voting as a
package.

MR. NUGENT: I think we had a lot of questions at
that time.

MR. FENWICK: I think we cleared up several of
them. I believe you have made some
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considerations, changes from the first prellmlnary
hearing to the second one.

MR. RICHTER: That's correct, we had eliminated
the snap lock sign located on the light pole on
the south side of the ingress drive on 32. So
that was eliminated.

MR. HUGHES: The size of the sign was reduced,
actually.

MR. FENWICK: The main sign, wasn't that reduced?

MR. RICHTER: That's correct, it went from 80
square foot to a 49 square foot. Standard size of
the Mobil sign as packaged. I think we are almost
as small as we can get from a free standing.

MR. FENWICK: Any other gquestions from members of
the board? I will leave it up to whoever the
Pleasure is to grant the variance however they
want to put it to go.

MR. TORLEY: I suggest we do it one package.

MR. FENWICK: Are we looking at any changes from
what we have here in the record as far as the
request for 162.4 square foot area variance, is
that correct.

MR. BABCOCK: That's right.

MR. FENWICK: Five free standing signs, item
number 2, 36.4 square foot for seven wall signs.

MR. BABCOCK: VYes.

MR. FENWICK: Thirteen foot setback from lot liné
for sign number one, that's at the intersection,
is that correct?

MR. BABCOCK: Yes.
MR. FENWICK: Number 4, 14.2 square foot, I'm

sorry, 14.2 foot setback from lot llne for sign
nunmber 2, which is on Route 94.
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MR. BABCOCK: Yes.
MR. FENWICK: Item number 5 not more than one free
standing sign is merited and we have four
additional, is that correct?

MR. BABCOCK: Yes.

MR. FENWICK: There is nothing else added to that
or changed?

MR. BABCOCK: No.

MR. FENWICK: If someone would like to make a

motion, is there a comment?
P w @
w_lﬂclkfj I just want to ask the applicant

offered I believe on sign two to restrict that to
the Mobil logo and pricing information?

MR. RICHTER: That's correct.

MR. LUCIA: I don't know if the board wants to
condition the variance grant on that or leave it
to their discretion.

MR. NUGENT: I would like to see that, Dan.

" MR. TANNER: Yes.

MR. LUCIA: Is that a correct statement, it's the
Mobil logo and two sides and pricing information
on two sides?

MR. HUGHES: Yes.

MR. RICHTER: That's correct.

MR. FENWICK: Whoever makes that in the form of a
motion, please amend it that way.

MR. NUGENT: I will make the motion that we grant
with the provisions that the, this is the sign
that's down towards Pizza Hut, right?

MR. FENWICK: Correct, sign number two.
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MR. NUGENT: That it has the Mobil logo on it and
pricing information only. ‘

‘MR. TANNER: Second.

MR. FENWICK: We'll have a roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. TORLEY Aye
MR. NUGENT Aye
MR. TANNER Aye

MR. FENWICK Aye

MR. FENWICK: Motion is granted. You have to wait
for a formal decision, that's all I can tell you
right now. You maybe a little ways away from
that.

MR. RICHTER: What is the process until
construction, until we can put the free standing
sign up anyway?

MR. LUCIA: I think you have to resolve that with
the building inspector.

MR. BABCOCK: Right.
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PRELIMINARY MEETING: : MOBIL OIL -CORPORATION (SECOND
PRELIMINARY) R

Chris Richter from Bohler Engineering came before the
Board representing this proposal.

MR. FENWICK: This is a request for (1) 162.4 square
foot sign area variance for five freestanding signs,
(2) 36.4 square foot for seven wall signs, (3) 13 foot
setback from lot line for Sign #1, (4) 14.2 foot
setback from lot line for Sign #2 and (5) not more than
one freestanding sign permitted. Location: Five

"Corners in Vails Gate.

MR. LUCIA: If I can just make one clarification on the
fifth variance request just to amplify what is there
that is actually a variance request for four
freestanding signs in a zone where one is permitted and
five are proposed.

MR. FENWICK: Tell us about it.

MR. RICHTER: 1I’ve got a little sign study that our
office performed. I understand that Mr. Steinfeld from
the office was up here two weeks ago, actually a month
ago to go over the sign issue. 1I°’ll try not to repeat
what he’s gone over. If I do, don’t hesitate to tell
me to move on.

What I’d like to start with is the main freestanding
sign which consists of an I.D. which is the Mobil logo
and pricing which is standard pricing for the wvarious
grades of gasoline. I’m not sure if the Board members
have plans handy but the proposed identification, the
details of the sign are shown in the second sheet.
This is the I.D. sign we’re proposing. And as far as
the location that total sign consists of 49.5 square
feet.

We are proposing situated almost where the existing
I.D. sign is, it’s in that corner location which is the
northwesterly, I’m sorry, the northeasterly corner of
the site. That is the sign will be located two feet
of f the right of way, which is approximately seven feet
of the curb face. What we have done we have gone out
to the intersection and taken photos, setbacks and
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sizes of the existing signs presently in the
intersection. Our argument for both the size and the
location is based on a number issues. What I°'d like to
do is first go through these signs at the intersection,
I’m sure everyone has been through the intersection a
hundred times so vyou’re familiar Wlth these specific
signs.

Sign #1 is the Dairy Mart sign which is located
diagonally across. There is a key map which is the
first sheet so it’s the Diary Mart is located between
94 and 32. That is, that sign actually has 0 foot
offset to the right-of-way and consists of 35 square
feet. Second sign #2 is the Foam and Wash Car Wash
which is located east along 94. That consists of 35
square feet also has 0 foot offset to the right-of-way.

MR. TORLEY: Are you counting only one face in these
calculations? .

MR. RICHTER: That is correct, it’s a bad habit of ours
SO =~

MR. TORLEY: Dairy Mart sign has, we would consider
then total area of 70 square feet?

MR. RICHTER: Correct, I apologize. These Jjust to take
a step back, these are all basically competitors in the
direct vicinity of the intersection. Sign #3 and #4
are the Hess 0il signs which is located between Route
300 and 32 on the corner lot. They have got two 56.5
or 100 square foot signs, you look at the key map, they
have got one located on the east, one located on the
west side of the property. Once again, they have a 0
foot setback to the right-of-way. Then you have Sign
#5 which is Dunkin Donuts which located directly across
94 on the corner of 94 and 300. That is a much bigger
sign, that is 144 square feet. Once again, that by ©
foot would be conservative some of these signs clearly
overhang the right-of-way. This is one of the signs
you can safely say hangs into the right-of-way. Also
sign is the Pizza Hut sign which is located just to the
west of the Mobil property. That sign has estimated
offset of 6 feet to the right-of-way line. And as you
can see by that picture, that sign is relatively well
off from the curb line and pulled back away from the
visual line of sight of the roadway.
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S0, by comparison, Mobil sign 49.5 square feet if you
take a look at the Hess 0il sign, we’re, I’m sorry I
should double those square footages but we are --

MR. TANNER: We’ll understand.

MR. RICHTER: We are roughly 20 square feet actually
it’s about 14 square feet less than the Hess 0il sign,
if you’re familiar with the area, I think you can get
an idea of Jjust how big those Hess 0il signs are, not
that large a sign in relative perspective. As far as
other issues that we feel are important with respect to
the sighting of the sign where it is you have got a
very complicated intersection with the Five Corners.

"It’s extremely important to allow drivers to perform

three key functions when you perceive the sign, decide
what to do and react based on their decision. The
location of that sign enables vehicles on three of the
major arteries there to do that, provide ample sight
distance.

With respect to one of the other freestanding signs
we’re proposing which is what we call is a P.0.S. which
is a snap~lock sign, that’s located on the westerly
side of the ingress and egress off of Route 94. The
orientation of the freestanding sign is in an east/west
fashion. 1It’s going to be facing east/west so any
driver proceeding along 94 as he sights down 94, will
not be able to see this sign. The intent of this snap-
lock sign on this light pole here is to allow those
vehicles on 94 to perceive the site. 1It’s going to be
as far as what is on that sign, it’s going to be very
seasonally something like detergent free gasoline,
something to let the driver know it’s a gas station and
to perceive the sign, react and enter the site. So,
without that sign there, driver may make a snap
decision, slam on his brakes, maneuver aggressively
into the site causing a potential traffic hazard.

One change that has been made since the last meeting we
eliminated the snap lock on the south entrance. That
is now gone.

MR. TORLEY: This sign too?

MR. BABCOCK: There’s no sign, there used to be one
Just like it.
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MRS. BARNHART: Which one is it?
MR. RICHTER: The one on the southerly -~
MR. LUCIA: One next to MacDonalds?

MR. RICHTER: Correct, that would have been consistent
with the I.D. sign so elimination of that sign would
not impair the driver'’s perception of the site. That
is with the other change was that we added three what
are called hyamews (phonetic) which are interior units
that are set in between these islands, these are not
readily visible from the roadway, they’re purpose is to
mar ket that are sold within the store, they are low to
the ground, there’s a detail provided on the second
sheet. That shows that the vehicle is cued or is
fueling up that sign would be totally blocked from the
roadway so their intent iIs not to be seen from the
roadway but it’s their intent Jjust to market items in
the store, once you’re at the fueling position. Now,
those can be mounted directly to the canopy columns, if
you desire, and consider a building mounted sign as
opposed to a freestanding sign but constructability
standpoint, it’s easier to set them directly into the
paved areas.

MR. FENWICK: What do you consider is wrong with the
sign that at the corner right now?

MR. RICHTER: 1Is outdated, right now Mobil standards is
a twin pole sign right now and they are, it’s a

mar keting decision. From a technical standpoint, I
certainly can substantiate theivr differences, they’re
adamant about the fact that they want to modernize the
facilities. Mobil spent a lot of money on this station
already, they want to be consistent with the 90°’s look,
that is twin pole look consistent I.D. and price.

MR. TORLEY: What is wrong, you’re going to replace the
existing sign, why not the one you have got here there?

MR. RICHTER: They felt that that large diameter guy-
wire for the telephone impaired the visibility of the
sign, you have got 3 foot diameter pole that obstructs
the view from 300 so by pulling this out off to the
right, it gives better visibility to 94, excuse me 32
and 300.
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MR. TORLEY: 1I’ve got to tell you from 32, that sign is
very visible from the far side, Caldors, so it’s not
exactly being obstructed.

MR. RICHTER: I agree with you there. The obstruction
is more from Route 300. As far as relative location
within that area, we’d like to try to keep it as far to
the right as possible east/west orientation is made to
pick up the visible impact from 32 and 300 so father to
the right you are better impact and once again the
added perception time the more time you can react to
the sign.

MR. TORLEY: What caused you to decide to add these

“signs between the pumps?

MR. RICHTER: That was Mobil'’s decision. They felt
that the loss of the snap-lock on the southerly
entrance they’d like to try to market those items in
the store without impacting the roadway system itself,
these are, once again these are, will not be visible
from the roadway if a vehicle is cued at any pumping
position adjacent to the signs.

MR. LUCIA: In looking at the illustration on the, in
vour signs, I notice on Sheet 2, it shows Pegasus discs
on the facia just so we dot all the i’s and cross all
the t’s, are they considered signs or --

MR. RICHTER: We are not considering those as signs,
the Pegasus discs that we consider are ones mounted on
the sides of the building.

MR. LUCIA: Just raise the question for the Board so
they are aware of it.

MR. TORLEY: They are considered merely as an
architectural decoration, not as advertising sign?

MR. RICHTER: Correct.

MR. LUCIA: The pumps obviously have price signs above
them which are statutory.

r

MR. RICHTER: That is State law.

MR. LUCIA: Whether the Board wants to consider them as
total sign area, that'’s the decision of the Board.
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MR. TORLEY: Another question on the signage between
the pumps, how high are these supposed to be?

MR. RICHTER: I believe they are 4 feet.
MR. TORLEY: They are higher than that.

MR. RICHTER: Ten square feet. I believe they are 2
1/2 by 4.

MR. FENWICK: I don’t want to proceed with, I want to
know what signs down there are illegal now.

MR. BABCOCK: What signs?

MR. FENWICK: In other words, Mr. Richter has pointed
out to us Dunkin Donuts, Hess and these are the people
as far as I know there isn’t a legal sign down there.

MR. RICHTER: They would not conform with the
ordinance, that is correct.

MR. BABCOCK: That is for sure but to be very honest,
some of these signs were, I’m not sure of the Foam &
Wash, but I have looked at a few of these signs and
they have widened these roads there so the
right-of-way =--

MR. FENWICK: I realize that but I°’m wondering, I’m
speaking strictly of size, for instance I don’t
remember anybody from Hess coming in here and I’m sure
that they are over.

MR. RICHTER: They have two I.D.’s, canopies.

-

MR. TORLEY: Freestanding signs.

MR. FENWICK: And I don’t remember whether Pizza Hut
did or did not but I’m more concerned about what’s in
that intersection.

MRS. BARNHART: They came in for a roof sign.

MR. FENWICK: None of these in the time period that I
have been on this Board 16 years have I seen any of
these people in there so we are going to just like we
should do is take this on its merits, stand alone
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because if somebody takes out a complaint on these
people, they have got every right to do that.

MR. RICHTER: The purpose of bringing that to your
attention is that Mobil has to compete against these
people and although many may consider from a zoning
perspective that’s not a sound argument, unfortunately
it’s a fact of life, we do have to compete with these
people and Mobil has dumped a lot of money in this
property and they’d like it competitive to the
neighbors. We are not asking equal to these people,
Just single I.D. sign.

MR. TORLEY: And vyou are doing it legally.

MR. KONKOL: The existing Mobil sign now is illegal now
so he’s in the ballpark with the rest of them.

MR. RICHTER: From the setback perspective.

MR. BABCOCK: Again, they, I’m not sure whether they
increased the right-of-way area or not. What happened
was is that the right-of-way areas used to be there but
it was a 60 foot right-of-way. When the signs were 10
and 15 and 20 feet off the pavement, they didn’t look
bad. Now, that they moved them back and put sidewalks
and everything else, it made them really look like --~
but I don’t think any of the signs moved. I’m sure
they have taken some property off Mobil here on the
corner to make this turn.

MRS . BARNHART: They did.

MR. BABCOCK: As far as Mobil setback, I don’t think it
was that way.

MR. KONKOL: I’m referring to the area of Mobil’s sign
that’s in excess right now of the code.

MR. RICHTER: Existing sign is very close to what we
are proposing, we are not --

MR. KONKOL: But it’s excessive right now.
MR. RICHTER: Correct, I believe it is.

MR. BABCOCK: You’re allowed 40 square foot.




September 14, 1992 9

MR. RICHTER: Twenty foot, I can safely say we are in
excess of that right now. C

MR. KONKOL: You'’re pointing out these signs that are
in excess, you people are in excess already also.

MR. RICHTER: Correct.

MRS . BARNHART: Are any of these numbers going to
change on this in view of the fact that they said they
eliminated the snap-lock sign?

MR. BABCOCK: I think I changed that. I have a new
plan an old plan, the new denial refers to the new
plan.

MRS. BARNHART: Okay.

MR. LUCIA: The only change would be up to the Board if
you want to consider those Pegasus discs on the facia
as -an additional sign, we probably should include the
area and if you want to include the price signage over
the pump, you should, that’s really up to the Board, I
Just raised it because this new plan brings it out more
clearly than the illustration we had previously.

MR. FENWICK: AS far as I’m concerned, that is Jjust
kind of pushing it as far as I’m concerned but it’s up
to the Members of the Board. It’s neither nor there.

MR. TORLEY: That’s architectural detail.

MR. FENWICK: I don’t want to get picky into that. How
much bigger is this sign that you’re proposing at the
corner than the sign that’s existing now?

MR. RICHTER: If I was to estimate the existing square
footage, I’'d say it’s approximately 40 square feet,
each side so it’s about 9 square feet larger. Which
I°11 show you a photo of the existing sign.

MR. BABCOCK: What he’s saying existing sign is total
40, the one they are proposing is total of 49.5.

MR. TORLEY: Per side?

MR. BABCOCK: Per side.
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MR. RICHTER: VYes.

MR. FENWICK: Sign is 802

MR. BABCOCK: Yes.

MR. RICHTER: This isn’t real good shot but that shows
the pricing of the Mobil sign and what the new sign
would do is provide for symmetrical sign, I’m not quite
as not full square but it’s more of a symmetrical sign.

MR. TORLEY: Going to leave the same price up?

MR. RICHTER: Better bring it down.

MR. TORLEY: That’s one question I have on the sign,
this is going to be electronically changed sign for the
pricing?

MR. RICHTER: No, they’re going to, I believe vyou have
to' get in there and do it yourself. :

MR. TORLEY: The only reason I was asking I was
wondering if it was an electrical sign that changed,
does that alter its requirements as far as the code?
MR. RICHTER: As far as blinking or anything?

MR. TORLEY: VYes.

MR. RICHTER: No, it will not be blinking.

MR. FENWICK: As far as changing the price?

MR. TORLEY: No, I mean instruction on we have neon
signs, that sort of thing, I’m-not sure electronically
changed digits.

MR. LUCIA: Sign ordinance lumps that in with a sign

with changeable sandwich board, things electronically
changed signs.

MR. TORLEY: I wasn’t opposed, I just wanted to make
sure we wanted to cross all the t’s. ~

'MR. RICHTER: 1It’s not bright or glaring in any way.

With respect to the building mounted signs, I know Mr.
Steinfeld touched on those last time. I’m not if that
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issue has been addressed satisfactorily with the Board.

MR. FENWICK: We’re talking about the signs there,
you’re not proposing to change anything on the building
now?

MR. RICHTER: Correct, everything that’s out there
right now is all we’re asking for. The only thing that
we’re proposing is not out there is the P.0.S. signs
which is the snap-lock on the westerly lamp post,
freestanding and the three interior message units.

MR. BABCOCK: All the freestanding signs are not up.
MR. NUGENT: We need a little clarification.

MR. TANNER: Snap-lock sign that’s no£ internal?

MR. RICHTER: No, the snap-lock that’s the one that’s
going to be located here, that’s the main I.D. and
price sign. "

MR . NUGENT: What do these look like?

MR. RICHTER: They are not there, what they are is you
have got your light pole and it’s about 2 1/2 feet wide

and they actually snap on the center of the pole and
they are about 6 feet high and they are just a

‘rectangular sign next time you drive by a station,

you’ll see them.
MR . NUGENT: Are they lit?

MR. RICHTER: No, the down light from the lighting pole
is the illumination.

MR. FENWICK: Same type of sign that’s at the Union
Avenue and‘Meadow Hill Road?

MR. RICHTER: I can’t say for certain because I’m not
familiar with that station but it’s a very consistent
industry standing with respect.

MR. FENWICK: I went out and looked out those, they are
snapped onto a pole.

MR. TANNER: Snap on white letter with black
background.
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MR. FENWICK: They were blue consistent with the signs,
that wasn’t to bad as long as I thought original
proposal was bigger than when I went out and looked at
the one on Temple Hill Road.

MR. RICHTER: I think that’s a snap lock type of style
and price and that is about consistent with the size,
nonilluminated.

MR. FENWICK: Do you know how large that sign is going
to be? '

MR. RICHTER: 1It’s 21.4 square feet.

MR. FENWICK: Per side?

MR. RICHTER: So 42.87?

MR. TORLEY: 1Is it really going to be visible from both
sides?

MR. RICHTER: 1It’s a double sided sign, what it is it’s
filled with seasonal marketing information that will be
placed on both sides. It’s simply inserted as I
mentioned the illumination is provided by the downlight
from that proposed, actually proposed or existing.

MR. BABCOCK: The lights are existing.

MR. TORLEY: Station itself looks very nice.

MR. RICHTER: Mobil is very proud of the station. I
know the engineer, it’s one of his best accomplishments

and once again, it wasn’t inexpensive and they are
hurting for a sign. -

MR. TORLEY: Are these P.0.S. signs a common feature at
gas stations now?

MR. RICHTER: VYes, they are. A lot of stations have
them as a temporary measure where they’ll just bring
them out during the day, when the zoning officer comes,
they pull them inside so -<

MRS . BARNHART: Like the ones on wheels.

MR. FENWICK: What town has this?
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MR. RICHTER: We’re trying to make this legitimate and
they are common feature. I’m sure we have all seen gas
stations aren’t very scrupulous with respect to the
sign put on the curb out on the street anywhere they
want, it’s where they want to put them so they don’t
have to bother with any of the seasonal or short term

~aspects, provides a nice out of the way location where

mar kets only those vehicles in the fueling position and
does not confuse the driver anymore than he already is
at that intersection with seasonal marketing.

MR. TANNER: The only sign that I have any problem with
is this snap lock over here. I think anybody coming
down 94 is going to be able to see it’s a Mobil station
in plenty of time to make a turn or whatever. I just
don’t really agree with the Jjustification for that
sign. I think there’s more than enough signs on the
property without adding that one, personally.

MR. RICHTER: Once again, our main thought on that one
is the orientation of the sign trying to get something
orientated north/south as opposed to east/west so

that --

MR. TANNER: You really have this on the canopy right
here?

MR. TORLEY: That’s visible along, way off.

MR. BABCOCK: This snap-lock sign is not Mobil sign
though, is it, it’s a price sign.

MR. RICHTER: It’s whatever they want to put in there,
it can be seasonal marketing tool where they®ll -~ I’ve
seen some that have when they went through the
detergent marketing, detergent gasoline marketing they
have seen a lot of those, I have seen them with
Pricing, I have seen them with --

MR. TORLEY: Antifreeze?

MR. RICHTER: Exactly or when they have some kind of

game or give away type of "thing, they try to market the
car wash with that sign.

MR. TORLEY: 1I’ll say that the car wash is not visible
as such for any great distance.




S, e W e e ety e

September 14, 1992 ) 14

MR. RICHTER: There will be a car wash and similarly a
sign on the I.D. to market that but it’s a small sign
and the car wash is a relatively small structure as you
know and is well hidden behind the existing canopy and
structure so --

MR. FENWICK: At least, I’ll say you have covered all
the basis, like you spoke before people will put
anything out there at any time and if you are
restricting it simply to what you’re showing us here,
it’s not to much of a problem as far as I’m concerned.

MR. TORLEY: I was glad to see you removed the other

“snap on sign on 32. That was to my mind that was

getting really excessive.

MR. KONKOL: I agree with Ted that should be ellmlnated

»and also should the one on 94 be eliminated.

MR. TORLEY: Well, if they orient the main sign then
you really have no other 1nformatlon of the existence
of a Mobil station on 94.

MR. RICHTER: There’s a good possibility they®ll go for
a pricing sign there only, this is, it’s a competitive
intersection, you have got two other stations at the
intersection, pricing is going to govern probably 40 to
50% of the driver’s decision on what station they®ll
pull into.

MR. TANNER: I Jjust don’t feel this isn’t going to hurt
their business greatly, if we can eliminate a sign at
Vails Gate, I think we’re doing the community a lot of
good. There’s Jjust so many signs there now.

MR. TORLEY: 1I°’d like to work on some of the signs
where the owners have not bothered to come and try and
comply with the law.

MR. FENWICK: It appears to me that the Mobil that is
there now has been orientated to pick up every
direction with being on a diagonal.

MR. KONKOL: Correct.

MR. FENWICK: You éan see it from every direction. To
tell you the truth, I’m glad you got rid of the sign on
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the 32 side but if anybody was going to cause an
accident, that’s the one that is going to cause
accident is the 32 side because they are not, they are
in the left lane and if they decide to change their
mind, they are going to cause an accident. The one in
the right lane they are on the right side, I think they
can slow down and make a couple of shots in there if
they decide to go, they can go right around the corner
and come in. I think one of things we are looking at
except for the competition across the street, which one
of their signs is completely blocked off by the
neighbor anyway everybody you’re showing us a single
sign, we’re looking at a single Pizza Hut, single Foam
& Wash, single Dairy Mart, single Dunkin Donuts, not
single Hess but again what Hess has isn’t legal.

MR. TORLEY: None of them are.

MR. FENWICK: At least they are down to single signs.
Everybody has single signs except Hess. Like I said,
the Hess sign if you are coming down 32 is blocked off
for the last minute by the baseball card place anyway
so you can’t see the sign anyway. I don’t know why
this, they went on the corner and orientated a sign on
a diagonal, you couldn’t read that in any direction.

MR. RICHTER: See here’s a, the Hess station does have
a snap lock in the interior, I don’t know if you want

to see what it looks like, vellow sign in there, it’s

kind of tough to see.

MR. TANNER: I know what you mean.

MR. TORLEY: If the Dunkin Donuts goes for another

sign, you won’t be able to see the two signs, one
blocks each other out. -

MR. LUCIA: Unless they went to the other drive.

MR. RICHTER: We do have double frontage some of the
other, Foam & Wash does have single frontage, I
believe.

MR. BABCOCK: No, they havée double frontage.
MR. RICHTER: The side street that connects.

MR. BABCOCK: That is the.main entrance to the car
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wash.
MR. TANNER: There’s a lot of traffic already.

MR. BABCOCK: You have to go through Temple Hill by
Perkins and into the car wash.

MR. TORLEY: aAs the Chairman said, the sign on 94
doesn’t bother me. If I were on the right-hand side, I
think that you would not, you’re not going to detract
from the cause of accidents on that one. I’m just to
tell you the truth still grateful that people are
coming in to try and comply with the law.

"MR. FENWICK: Again, the fact that they applied doesn’t

given them an automatic ves.

MR. TORLEY: Oh, .no.

'MR. RICHTER: I think we have shown a good faith effort

to try and take into consideration your requests. 1I’m
certainly willing to work with you until this gets
resolved. By no means is what we have said in stone.
If you have any very strong feelings, I1°ll of course go
back to Mobil and try to =--

MR. KONKOL: I think the signs there is sufficient
right now as it’s stated at the last meeting and I
think you have to draw a line someplace that you’re
going to keep adding on and adding on. Evervbody knows
there a Mobil station, I°’ve known it’s been there for X
number of years, it’s visible, I don’t Jjust because
Mobil wants it to conform to their policies and their
type of new signs, I don’t think that this Board should
conform along with it. I think it’s adequate now let'’s
not Jjunk it up anymore. -

MR. NUGENT: The other thing is that I think that each
one should be done on it’s own merit. There’s five
actually there’s five parts of this variance and I
think each one should be done individually.

MR. FENWICK: I think that’s Jjust what I was going to
say. We can deal with that again the one that is at
the corner I don’t have to much of a problem with. If
you’re going to change that to modernize or upgrade
your standard to your standard sign, correct?
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MR. NUGENT: The big one in the front?

MR. FENWICK: Correct. That takes a little
orientation, if you’re going to put it where I’d like
to see it but the other three signs we’re speaking
about is the signs between the pumps, is that correct?

MR. BABCOCK: Yes.

MR. FENWICK: So, these are the two freestanding with
the one outer part and then the three in the middle.
between the pumps, okay.

- MR. RICHTER: Mavybe we should address each one so I can

get a better feeling as far as where we stand with
respect to the freestanding 81gn Is everybody happy
with this location?

MR. TORLEY: Which one?
MR. RICHTER: The I.D. and price sign. Once again --
MR. TANNER: I don’t have a problem.

MR. RICHTER: We are replacing what is out there, we
Just want to modernize the sign. You know
modernization is marketing, they want a modern image.
The older sign is associated with the 70°’s and 80°s
type of facility.

MR. FENWICK: I myself have no problem with the signs
that are between the pumps, I mean I’m glad you’re in
here for those. Nobody else does but that’s no problem
there. I think the problem you’ll find across the

board is the problem of that one additional sign at the
entrance off of 94. -

MR. TORLEY: Although, each of these are to be
considered individually, when it comes to a public
hearing, each group of them. We should vote that way.

MR. FENWICK: That’s correct.

MR. LUCIA: You were not at the prior public hearing at
that one, the end result was I think just as you’re
getting into it the representatives had a chance to
react to the collective conscience of the Board on the
signs and you have ameliorated the impact by
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eliminating one sign. At this point, I have to tell
you you have a choice. You have an absolute right to
proceed to a public hearing with the proposal you
presented tonight. Should you choose to do that and
the Board will consider it and vote on it at that
point. On the other hand, if you want to go back to
Corporate Headquarters and Jjust review with them the
Board’s reaction to this revised proposal, possibly
come back in, you have that choice also. That is up to
you .

MR. TORLEY: If I could make a suggestion, assuming we
went with the plans before us now, would we consider
them as Sign Number 1 as the main freestanding sign,

"Sign Number 2 are the ones between the pumps and Sign

Number 3 would be the snap on?

MR. BABCOCK: I think you’re looking at this
application, it’s --

MR. TORLEY: Can we divide them up?

MR. BABCOCK: What you should do is tell the gentleman
what you think and get that rationed out before we go
that far.

MR. TANNER: I°d like to see a proposal as individual
signs, I would not vote to approve it as it is now, if
you lumped them all together.

MR. RICHTER: The way the zoning denial is based on
each one of those interior signs count as an individual
sign and we have five signs so this would be 2, 3, 4, 5
so they are consider individual signs at this time.

MR. LUCIA: The way the denial -is worded, I think you
can let that stand. Should you chose to eliminate a
sign then you’d just grant the variance for something
less than he’s seeking based on square footage and/or
number of signs so you always have a right to consider
them individually but the denial adequately reflects
what the applicant has submitted on the proposal. You
always have the flexibility to grant a minimum variance
so if you feel that his application seeks more than the
minimum, you certainly can cut him down. The advantage
to the applicant if he feels that there is a different
way to ameliorating the suggestion let’s say he’s going
to take out the freestanding sign on Route 94 and
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- possibly put in a V-shaped sign at the intersection so
as to cover all three possible roads that might. be an
alternative that the applicant might want to consider
rather than having the Route 94 sign cut out entirely
and being left with a single sign at the Five Corners
that doesn’t give him the coverage that he likes. So
if you really as a Board collectively have concerns
with Route 94 sign, maybe the applicant wants to see if
there’s a different way of positioning the signs on the
corner to give him coverage on three separate roadways.

MR. RICHTER: I appreciate your advise. Mobil, we have
gone over the sign package a couple of times, they are
very happy with what is on the plan now. I still
haven’t gotten short of a stvraw pole on that sign on
94. 1 have got a couple veses and a couple no’s.

MR. FENWICK: I can give you my opinion is no, I think
that’s probably the feeling of the Board. VYou’re
welcome to get what their feeling is. Basically
speaking, possibly what the attorney says if you’d like
to beef up the sign at the corner that may be something
to look at. We were Jjust speaking here aside about
putting your promotional information in the main sign,
probably wouldn’t have to much of a problem with that
either. :

MR. RICHTER: Maybe we’ll look at slightly larger size
" encroaches further into the right-of-way so we’re stuck
with the size but we’ll look at putting another
ancillary sign below it. as you said, I’ll get back to
Mobil and we®ll decide if for some reason they are
absolutely adamant about it, we’ll appear before the
public hearing.

MR. NUGENT: I think we should-.set him up for a public
hearing tonight.

MR. FENWICK: As far as if we’re looking at square
footage, I don’t know what the Members of the Board
feel about this one at the corner, whether to increase
the square footage on the one in the corner not
particularly with size but maybe a little more
information, putting a little more information on that
sign other than what is there and possibly filling in
the slot underneath. You know down underneath where it
says wash or whatever.,
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MR. RICHTER: They do have another ancillary sign that
says shop or Mobil Mart to try to advertise.
MR. NUGENT: This square footage I°m looking on Page 1
of the drawing under 162.4 that's half of what they’re
looking for actually is 320 square feet.
MR. FENWICK: Is that correct, Mike.
MR. BABCOCK: No.
MR. RICHTER: This will double.

MR. BABCOCK: They are looking to put up 202.4 square

" feet and they are allowed 40, that means they need a

variance of 162.4. 1It’s everythlng is doubled.

MR. NUGENT: Just bear with me one second. The main
freestanding sign, the Number 1 is 49.5 square feet per
side?

MR. BABCOCK: Yes.

MR. NUGENT: That is 98 square feet, matter of fact 99
square feet, that only says 49 square feet right here.

MR. TORLEY: VYou can double the freestanding sign area.

MR. BABCOCK: I’m not sure who wrote what vyou’re
looking at.

MR. RICHTER: Double the total so we, what we did is we
took single side and all sides and square footage which
is a total of 101, someone doubled it for you.

MR. NUGENT: You didn’t do it, -somebody else did it?

MR. BABCOCK: They have a total of 101.2, one sided.

“ MR. NUGENT: Somebody made it 202.2, I don’t know who

wrote it.
MR. BABCOCK: I think that’s the old map.

MR. NUGENT: We have to include the signs that’s on the
building already.

MR. BABCOCK: That’s wall signs, freestanding and wall
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signs are two different ones. Pass them over a denial.
MR.. TORLEY: Snap lock you have to double that area.

MR. BABCOCK: They are allowed 80 square feet of sign
wall area and they are putting, they have installed now
116.4. They’re looking for a variance from that of
36.4. That’s for the wall signs. Now, of course, we
didn’t include what we talked about tonight some of the
prices on the top of the pumps and stuff that’s there
that’s excluded from that.

MR. NUGENT: We’re looking for 198 square feet.

MR. BABCOCK: Total, ves, 162.4 freestanding and 36.4
wall.

MR. FENWICK: But the law actually has specific
catagories for wall signs and freestanding signs.

MR:. NUGENT: Total variance is going to be 198 square
feet .

MR. RICHTER: 1In defense of Mobil, and this is Jjust I
guess cause they are a gas station, the ordinance is
not very favorable to gas station type of signage.

MR. FENWICK: 1It’s not favorable to any signage,
believe me.

MR. TORLEY: If you were distressed over a sign
ordinance, you’re not alone.

MR. RICHTER: 1It’s a tough ordinance, double sided
thing gets you in a lot of trouble.

MR. FENWICK: 1It’s more orientated for other stores
than yours, I mean it’s approximately the same size in

.effect for a store like Caldors.

MR. RICHTER: The Waldbaum’s sign on 300 there is
pretty small sign.

MR. TANNER: When the horsé and buggy went by, they can
read the sign fine.

MR. TORLEY: Would you like a motion for public hearing
at this point?
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MR. FENWICK: I believe so, if you would like to set it
up for public hearing, we’ll do that.

MR. RICHTER: We would appreciate that.

MR. FENWICK: I think if we were presented with any at
the time of the public hearing, if we were presented
with any kind of change on the big sign, that wouldn’t
be a major situation. I’m sure we can address it at
that time without a problem.

MR. LUCIA: The only problem I see is that we need a
notice of denial from Mike specifically on the

“application that’s presented at the public hearing. If

there’s a change and you can get it to Mike and he can
revise it as long as you’re not seeking more than what
is on this plan in terms of square footage, number of

signs or any other variance put on there, I don’t see a

"problem with that because the public notice will advise

the public whatever you’re seeking whatever 200 square
feet gross or something if you’re actually coming in
for 190, you don’t, I don’t see a problem with that.

MR. RICHTER: It will be less.

MR. TORLEY: I move we set them up for a public
hearing.

MR. TANNER: I°’l]1 second it.

ROL.L. CALL:

My . Torley Ave

My . Konkol Ave

My . Tanner Aye -
Mr . Nugent Ave

Mr. Fenwick Aye

MR. RICHTER: Do you have a date for that?

MR. LUCIA: 1It’s going to depend on when you return
the application and then the secretary will give you --

MRS. BARNHART: Give me a call.

MR. LUCIA: If you’re going to revise the plan, I
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suggeét once you get it revised, get it to the Building
Inspector and he can amend hlS notice of denial if
that 8 necessary.

But also when you come back for the public hearing,
since these are in the nature of area variances, the
standard the Board has to consider the benefit to the
application if the variance is granted as weighed
against the detriment to the health, safety and welfare
of the neighborhood and community by such a grant.
Board has to consider five specific factors in making
that determination.

First is whether undesirable change will be produced in
the character of the neighborhood or detriment to the
nearby properties by the granting of the area variance.

second, benefits sought by the applicant can be
achieved by some other method feasible for the
applicant to pursue other than a variance.

Number 3 whether the requested variance is substantial
and number four with regard to substantial I think you
have already met the presentation on the neighbors so
Just expand on that at the public hearing.

Number 4, whether the proposed variance will have an
adverse effect or .impact on the physical environmental
conditions of the neighborhood or district and fifth
whether the difficulty was self-created.

Also, we’re going to need a county referral on this and
when you submit your application, we®ll need two checks
to the Town of New Windsor, one for $150 and one for,
that’s the application fee and a second one for $250 as
a deposit against town consultant review fees and
various other disbursements the town incurs in
connection with the application.

At the first preliminary., we had somebody here from
Mobil. If there’s somebody coming back at the public
hearing, if not we’ll need a proxy from somebody at the
corporate headquarters author121ng you to represent
them.

MR. RICHTER: Mr. Hughes will be here.

MR. FENWICK: At that time, if in fact one of the
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applications if you decide to keep going with that sign
on 94, we do not have a rendering of that sign, we’d
like to see something of that sign anyway and also the
ones against the pumps if you can give us some kind of
an idea in the way of a photo from the other stations,
not exactly but an idea of what we’re looking for for
the file.

MR. LUCIA: If you already submitted a deed and title
policy which is fine if we don’t have it in the file
Just bring some photographs of the site also, please.




TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE

#.92-25
Date: 09/09/92
I. Applicant Information:
(a) MOBTL OTL CORP..P. Q. Bax 290, Dallas, TX 75221 X
(Name, address and phone of Applicant) (Owner)
(b) -
(Name, address and phone of purchaser or lessee)
(c)
(Name, address and phone of attorney)
() BOHLER ENGINEERING, 786 Mo 1
(Name, address and phone of contractor/engineer/architect)
II. Application type:
( ) Use Variance (_x ) Sign Variance
( ) Area Variance ( ) Interpretation
ITI. Property Information:
(a) iv 69-4-26.2 202 x 197
(Zone) (Address) (S B L) (Lot size)
(b) What other zones lie within 500 £t.?_ Nope
(c) Is a pending sale or lease subject to ZBA approval of this
application? No
(d) When was property purchased by present owner? 12/66 .
(e) Has property been subdivided previously? N/A .
(£f) Has property been subject of variance previously? _ Yeg .
If so, when? 1991 .
(g) Has an Order to Remedy Violation been issued against the
property by the Bullding/Zoning Inspector? No .
(h) Is there any outside storage at the property now or is any
proposed? Describe in detail: N/A
IV. Use Variance. n/a
(a) Use Variance requested from New Windsor Zoning Local Law,
Section , Table of Regs., Col.
to allow:

(Describe proposal)




(b) f%g legal standard for a "use" variance is unnecessary
hardship. Describe why you feel unnecessary hardship will result
unless the use variance is granted. Also set forth any efforts you
have made to alleviate the hardship other than this application.

V. Area variance:
(a) Area variance requested from New Windsor Zoning Local Law,

Section , Table of Regs., Col.
Proposed or Variance
Requirements Available Request

Min. Lot Area
Min. Lot Width
Regd. Front Yd.

Regd. Side Yd.

Regd. Rear Yd.
Regd. Street
Frontage*

Max. Bldg. Hgt.

Min. Floor Area¥*
Dev. Coverage*

Floor Area Ratio*x*
Parking Area

o
o°
o°

* Residential Districts only
** No-residential districts only

(bfu%he legal standard for an "area" variance is practical
difficulty. Describe why you feel practical difficulty will result
unless the area variance is granted. Also set forth any efforts you
may have made to alleviate the difficulty other than this application.

VI. Sign Variance:
(a) Variance requested from New Windsor Zoning Local Law,

Section 48-12 , Table of Uge/Bulk Regs., Col. N .

Proposed or Variance
Requirements Available Request
Sign One Five Four
Free~standing 40 s T 202 .4 s F 162 .4 . f
Height 15 f+ 13.2 f+
Wall signs 80 s.f. 116.4 s.f. 36.4 s.f.
Feet from any lot line: 15 ft. 2 ft. ' 13 ft. ~ Sign #1
15 ft. .8 £ 14.2 ft.-Sign #2

-2 -



(b) Describe in detail the sign(s) for which you seek a
varlance, and set forth your reasons for requlrlng extra or over size
51gns.

B g buildi 3 ad .

"Mobhil" Canony legends
"Mobil Mart+" Rnilding legend
Pegasus Disk Logos

Carwash legend

Snaplock sian

Proposed free—-standing signs: "Mohil" I .D_/Price/Carwash sign
d 1i 0.S. sign-mounted on pole

a
(c) What is total area in squ§ é éeﬁt gfgﬁil signs on premises
including signs on windows, face of building, and free-standing signs?

318.8 sqg. ft

ok

VII. Interpretation. p/a
(a) Interpretation requested of New Windsor Zoning Local Law,
Section , Table of Regs.,
Col.
(b) Describe in detall the proposal before the Board:

VIII. Additional comments:

(a) Describe any conditions or safeguards you offer to ensure
that the gquality of the zone and neighboring zones is maintained or
upgraded and that the intent and spirit of the New Windsor Zoning is
fostered. (Trees, landscaping, curbs, lighting, paving, fencing,
screening, sign limitations, utilities, drainage.)

(See annexed addendum)

IX. Attachments required:

x Copy of referral from Bldg./Zoning Insp. or Planning Bd.

X Copy of tax map showing adjacent properties.

n/a Copy of contract of sale, lease or franchise agreement.

b Copy of deed and title policy.

X Copy(ies) of site plan or survey showing the size and
location of the lot, the location of all buildings,
facilities, utilities, access drives, parking areas,
trees, landscaping, fencing, screening, signs, curbs,
paving and streets within 200 ft. of the lot in question.

X Copy{ies) of sign(s) with dimensions and location.

X Two (2) checks, one in the amount of $_js50 gpand the second
check in the amount of $250.00, each payable to the TOWN
OF NEW WINDSOR.

X Photographs of existing premises from several angles.

-3 -
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" X. Affidavit.

| Date:__ September 14, 1992
STATE OF NEW YORK) | o
COUNTY OF ORANGE )

The undersigned applicant, being duly sworn, deposes and states
that the information, statements and representations contained in this
application are true and accurate to the best of his/her knowledge or
to the best of his/or information and belief. The applicant further
understands and agrees that the 2Zoning Board of Appeals may take
action to rescind any variance granted if the conditions or situation
presented herein are materially changed.

(Applicant)
MOBIL OIL CORPORATION

Sworn to before me this ' ~ By:

day of ' , 19 .

XI. ZBA Action:

(a) Public Hearing date: .
(b) Variance: Granted ( ) Denied ( )

(c) Restrictions or conditions:

NOTE: A FORMAL DECISION WILL FOLLOW UPON RECEIPT OF THE PUBLIC _
HEARING MINUTES WHICH WILL BE ADOPTED BY RESOLUTION OF ZONING BOARD OF
APPEALS AT A LATER DATE.

(ZBA DISK4#7-080991.AP)



ADDENDUM - MOBIL OIL CORPORATION $#92-35

Applicant recently refurbished its operation located at the
intersection of Routes 94 and 32 known as Five Corners in Vails
Gate. The location now boasts a car wash and Mobil Mart,
relatively new installments for this location.

Applicant feels that a new operation requires new signage. The
signage that is proposed by applicant is consistent with what
Mobil has done in this geographical region as well as throughout
the United States and is considered to be a standard signage
package for this type of location. The signage is comprised of
free-standing signage and main identification signs, plus
secondary signage known as POS or a snaplock which will be
utilized for pricing information, plus the pegasus logo disks
that are located on either side of the Mobil Mart. Secondary
pricing signs on the side street are typically located in close
proximity to the property line with the intention of allowing the
bypass customer to be aware of the current pricing without
obscuring or inhibiting any sight visibility or causing traffic
hazards.

Applicant feels that by completely renovating the location with
modern and efficient equipment, including a car wash facility and
mart, that a desirable change would be produced in the character
of the neighborhood and no detriment would be caused to the
nearby properties.

Applicant has reviewed the sign regulations in the C zoning
district and realizes that 40 square ft. is permitted for a
free-standing sign and 80 square ft. is permitted for a building
sign. Also, not more than one free-standing sign is permitted
and the free-standing sign must be 15 ft. from any lot line.
Considering applicant's sign package which is a standard sign
package, applicant feels that it cannot achieve this without the
benefit of the variance procedure and that there is no other
method which is feasible to applicant other than the wvariance
procedure. Applicant presented photographs of other signs which
are located in the Vails Gate, Five Corners area of town. A good
percentage of the signs which are located in this area are
positioned right on the property line with no allowance for the
15 ft. setback and the area of the signs in question far exceed
the legal limit in the bulk regulations for the Town of New
Windsor.

Applicant is seeking a sufficient number of sign variances on a
large piece of commercial property located at an extremely busy
intersection. Identification, pricing and merchandising signs
are imperative for today's competitive market and for this reason
applicant feels that this request is not substantial.

Applicant feels that the granting of the variances will not be
detrimental to the health, safety or welfare of the neighborhood
or community or have an adverse effect on the physical or
environmental conditions since the property is zoned for
commercial businesses of this type.



Applicant must adhere to the corporate signage which is in
general use for marketing of the product in the industry and it
is not outside customary practice to promote the product in this
manner and therefore applicant feels that this: J.S not a
‘self-created hardship.
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Department of Planning
orange & Development
124 Main Street
colmty Goshen, New York 10924
. (914) 294-515)
MARY MCPHILLIPS PETER GARRISON Commissioner
County Executive VINCENT HAMMOND Deputy Coamissioner

ORANGE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
239 L, M or N Report

This proposed action is being reviewed as an aid in coordinating such action between
and among governmental agencies by bringing pertinent inter-commmnity and Countywide con-
siderations to the attention of the municipal agency having jurisdiction.

Town of New Windsor D P & D Reference No. NWT 30 92 M

Referred by

County I.D. No. 69 /] 4 / 26.2

Applicant Mobil 0il Corp.

Proposed Action: i - si
State, County, Inter-Municipal Basis for 239 Review Within 500' of NYS Hwy. % & 300

Comments: . _ There are mo sigr'xificant Inter-comamity or Countywide concerns to bring to your attentiom.

Related Reviews and Permits

Approved

County Action: Local Determination XX __ Disapproved

Approved subject to the following modifications and/or conditioms: -

9/30/92 M,__—A
. ”~) - ” . 3

Date


file:///pproved

~ BOHLER ENGINEERNG, Inc.

Professional Engineering Services

Branch Office: ' Main Office: Branch Office:

40 East Merrick Road 786 Mountain Boulevard 29 Main Street
Vally Stream, New York 11581 Watchung, New Jersey 07060 Mainland, Pennsylvania 19451
Telephone (516)872—2000 Telephone (908)668-8300 Telephone (215)256—1100

Telefax (908) 754—4401

SIGN #2: FOAM & WASH, CAR WASH

®

6

|SIGN #3: HESS

SIGN #5: DUNKIN DONUTS

ISIGN #1: DAIRY MART

{SIGN #4: HESS

PROPOSED MOBIL SIGN

SIGN #6: PIZZA HUT

18

SIGN LOCATION MAP

N.T.S.




SIGN SUMMARY

ESTIMATED OFFSET

SiGN . 1 " TOTAL SiZE (SF) SETBACK TO CURB TO R.O0.W.
1) Dairy Mart | | 35 SF | 5'° o'
2) Foam & Wash Car Wash 35 SF 10" 0!
3) Hess (west sign) 56.5 SF 7! 0
4) Hess (east sign) 56.5 SF 7 o'
5) Dunkin Donuts 72 SF 6" 0°
6) Pizza Hut 36 SF 16" 6'
7) Mobil 7! 2!

49.5"



SIGN #1: DAIRY MART SIGN

SIZE: 2x10ID + 3'x5' PRICE
TOTAL AREA = 35 SF.

SETBACK TO CURB FACE = 5’

ESTIMATED OFFSET TO R.O.W. = 0’
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SIGN #2: FOAM & WASH CAR WASH SIGN
SIZE: 7'x 5’

TOTAL AREA = 35S.F.

SETBACK TO CURB = * 10’

ESTIMATED OFFSET TO R.O.W. = ('



SIGN #3: HESS SERVICE STATION (WEST SIGN)

SIZE: 4' x 8' ID + 3.5'x 7" PRICE

TOTAL AREA = 56.5 S.F.

SETBACK TO CURB = 7'

ESTIMATED OFFSET TO R.O.W. = ('



SIGN #4: HESS SERVICE STATION (EAST SIGN)

SIZE: 4'x 8 ILD. + 3.5'x 7' PRICE

TOTAL AREA = 56.5 S.F.

SETBACK TO CURB = 7'

ESTIMATED OFFSET TO R.O.W. = ('



SIGN #5: DUNKIN DONUTS

SIZE: 6'x 12’

TOTAL AREA = 72 S.F.

SETBACK TO CURB = 6'

ESTIMATED OFFSET TO R.O.W. = ('



SIGN #6: PIZZA HUT

SIZE: 6'x 6’

TOTAL AREA = 36 S.F.

SETBACK TO CURB = 16'
ESTIMATED OFFSET TO ROW. = 6’
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Herbert Slepoy Corporation

Real Estate
104 South Central Avenue, Rm. 20
rt Slepo
:::::w T. Sple:oy Valley Stream, New York 11580-5461
William J. Slepoy , (516) 872-9572

Fax (516) 872-8408

October 2, 19892

Zoning Board of Appeal
55 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553

Gentlemen:

Since the Mobil 0il Company decided to rebuild the service
station at Routes 32 and 94, my concern as an adjoining owner
(Pizza Hut, Rte. 94) has always been that our visibility from
the corner of Routes 94 and 32 would be reduced to a point
where we have limited rights to visibility. Mobil 0il had
requested and was allowed to build a car wash building of
approximately 50 feet in length, and an equilipment building 20
feet long, leaving a small unobgtructed view from the corner
of Routes 94 and 32.

Now, Mobil 0Oil is again asking to further reduce the
unobstructed visibllity by requesting a 3 1/2 foot wide and 6
foot high gasoline price sign attached to a light pole which
is set back only 7 feet from the property line. You can
understand why I am concerned and therefore am requesting
that the Board reject the gasoline price sign on Route 84
being requested to be attached to a light pole at the rear of
the station in a 7 foot set back. There will be a total of
15 signs that Mobil 0il will have on the station to denote
prices, name of oil company, listing of services offered,
etc. My thought is if they have one lese sign for a total of
14 signs, that Mobil would survive without having to steal
irreplaceable vislbllity from a neighboring property owner.

Therefore, I am writing in the hope the Board will understand
and congider my small request.

Very truly yours,

L.

HERBERT SLEPOY




BOHLER ENGINEERING, mc.

CIVIL & CONSULTING ENGINEERS = PROJECT MANAGERS » ENVIRONMENTAL & SITE PLANNERS »* MUNICIPAL ENGINEERS

Main 39 PN\ain ?treei o4 786 Mountain Boulevard Vall 408 East Mﬁ]"iCkYROI?C: 58]
ainland, Pennsylvania 51 alley Stream, New Yor|
- {215) 25Z-HOO Wol’chu(g%al"lgzs{ggs% 07060 4 (516} 872-2000
Telefax (908) 754-4401
Rec'd alzs|
Ta

September 18, 1992

Town of New Windsor
555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553

ATTENTION: Patricia A. Barnhart

RE: Mobil 0il Corporation
88 #06-N2X
Route 94, Section 69
Block 4, Lot 26.2
Town of New Windsor, New York
Our File No: N92096

Dear Ms. Barnhart:

Enclosed please find the following information with respect to the
above referenced project:

1. A check in the amount of $250, made payable to the Town of
New Windsor, to cover review escrow fees.

2, A check in the amount of $150, made payable to the Town of
New Windsor, for the sign application fee.

We trust these items complete our application and look forward to
presenting same before the Zoning Board on October 5, 1992.

Very truly yours,

BOHLER ENGINEERING, INC.

Christopher Richter, P.E., P.P.

CKR/1lk
Enclosures
cc: Gary E. Hughes




ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS : TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
COUNTY OF ORANGE : STATE OF NEW YORK

In the Matter of Application for Variance of

ey O\ Omr((). ,

Applicant.

AFFIDAVIT OF
SERVICE
BY MAIL

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) SS.:
COUNTY OF ORANGE )

PATRICIA A. BARNHART, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

That I am not a party to the action, am over 18 years of age
and reside at 7 Franklin Avenue, New Windsor, N. Y. 12553.

On Q?jﬁ 9% (992. ., I compared the 2% addressed
envelopes cortaining the attached Notice of Public Hearing with

the certified list provided by the Assessor regarding the above
application for variance and I find that the addressees are
identical to the list received. I then mailed the envelopes in a
U. S. Depository within the Town of New Windsor.

~

L

Patricia A. Barnhart

Swqrn to before me this
QQ&'day ofbybinb) , 1992

“Hhoeh G

Notary Public

DEBORAH GREEN
Public, State of New York
Qualified in Orange County

4065
m’éﬁ« July 16, Bﬂé’

(TA DOCDISK#7-030586.A08S)



GFFICE QOF THE BUTLDING IMSPECTOR - TQWM OF MEW WIMDSGR
' CFEHGE COUBTY . NY

HOTICE QF DISORER

k. OF BULILDIMG PERMIIT AFPL LCAT TN
DATE: AUBUGET 10, 19%2
LICANT:  MOBIL OIL CORFORATION

FOUTE @4, VATLE BATE
MER WINMDSOM, NM.Y. 18583

FLEASE TARE NOTICE THAT YOUR APPLICATION DATE: JULY 8%, 1992

FOR (BUTLDING FPERMIT) TO IMETALL SEVEN (7)) BUILDIME SIGH AND FIVE
(5) FREE STANDING SIGMNS.

LOCATED AT: ROUTE 94
SONE et

DESCRIFTION OF EXISTING SITE: SEC: &%

4 LOT: 84,8

I8 DISAPPROVED O THE FOLLOWING GROUNMDS: TOTAL RBUILDIMG SIS NOT
T EXCEED 80 80.FT. AMD NOT MORE THAM OME FREE STANDING SIGM
FERMITTED. FREE STANDIMG SI6GM NOT TO EXCEE @H BELFT. SIGH MusT
BE LEGFT. FROM ANY LOT LINE. ‘

BUILDIMNG INSFECTOR

REU\S q-\

T RTE TR ARy %‘.%‘K b e 3 336 Ho B I 3 He ¥ *%%%%%%%-ﬁ U A B 4 e A 4 A 36 U U B e 3 o 36 4G e 6 6 2 B A B 6 B2

FERMITTED FROFOSED OR  VARIANCE
AVAILARLE HECUEST

REVIBED AUGBLIST . 18, 1992

ONE FIVE F O

FREE STANDING 40 SELFT. BOR.4 BO.FT. 1682.4 B0.FT.
HELGHT 15FT. 1BFT. 2INM.

LGS 80 8R.FT. ~ 116.4 SRWFT. L 3b.a BRLFT.

fat
]
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N
i
i
i
g
e

3
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W
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L
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LINE 15FT.. |
CHIGN #1 2FT. B 1BFT.
BIGN #2° - L8FT. . L M4LBFT.

AFPLICANT 18 TO PLEASE CONTACT THE ZONING REOARD SEMEETORY OT .



s A CHRESMGE COLNTY . NY

HOTICE OF DISARFROYAL OF BUILDING FERMIT AFFLICATIOM
DATE: AUBUET 10, loop
AFFLICANT: MORIL OIL CORFORATION
‘ ROUTE 94, VAILS BATE
MEW WIMDBOF, N.Y. 18553
FLEASE TAKE NQTICE THAT YOUR AFFLICATION DATE: JULY 8%, 1999

FOR CRUILDING FERMIT) TO INSTALL SEVEN (7) BUILDING SIGN AMD FIVE
{5) FREE STANDING SIGNG.
LOCATED AT: ROUTE 94

SONE "o

DESCRIFTION OF EXISTING SITE:  SEC: &9 BLOCK: &4 LOT: B&.8

IS DISAFFROVED OM THE FOLLOWING GROUNDS: TOTAL BUILDING SIGNS NOT
TO EXCEED 80 SO.FT. AMD NOT MORE THANM QME FREE STANDING SIGEM
FERMITTED. FREE STAMDING SIGN NOT TO EXCEE 40 SC0.FT. SIGH MUST
RE 1S5FT. FROM ANY LOT LINE.

5

EUILDING INEFECTOR

,RE\}\s,e-s; q-\-92,

BB R BB A BB TE A 36 3636 3 K B0 3B W 36 9B 36 B 2B 0 3696 36 B B 20 36 A 360 B B B0 26 0

FERMITTED FROFOSED OR VERTANCE
AVAILARLE RECUEST

REVISED AUGUST 18, 1992
20NE  "Cr USE

i

3] OME FIVE FOUR
FREE STANDING 40 BELFT. BOR.4 B0.FT. 168,64 SOLFT.
CHELGH 15FT . 1BFT. BIN.

L SIGHS 80 BRLFT. 1ib.4 SO.FT. Bé.4 BOLFT.

FEET FROM ANY LOT LINE 15FT.

SIGN #1 EFT 1EFT.

GIEN #8 JEFT. 14 . BFT.
AFELICANT IS TO PLEASE COMTACT THE ZONING BOARD SECRETARY AT:
14564630 TO MAKE AN AFPOINTMENT WITH THE ZONING ROARD OF
AFFEALS.

CC: Z.B.A.y APPLICANT B.F. FILE



ORANGE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING
APPLICATION FOR MANDATORY COUNTY REVIEW
OF LOCAL PLANNING ACTION

(Vafiances. Zone Changes, Special Permits, Subdivisions, Site Plans)

Local File No. ea?‘;fo

Municipality M%MLKMLAM Public Hearing Date /«/9/.6;/4&.

DCity. Town or Village Board [:]Planning Board Zoning Board
Owner: Name “mo\o'z\ C\l QD\’V‘O.
Addressv
. Applicant*: Name Same)
Address

¥ If Applicant is owner, leave blank

Location of Site: _5 (prnevs - \)a\\s ka. ~ R+.49Y4 ¢ 300.
(street or highway, plus nearest intersection)

Tax Map Identification: Section __éﬁl___ Block ~:Z_____ Lot 2624

Present Zoning District ¢ Size of Parcel _R02 X /97

Type of Review:

Special Permit:

Variance: Use
Area < 5&657\ -~ Sw otadhed a(‘ﬁ'gh&chém.
Zone Change: Ffom. ‘ To
Zoning Amendment: To Section)
Subdivision: Number of Lots/Units
Site Plan: Use
2//7/%, . g -
Date . Signature and Title




PUBLIC NOTICE OF HEARING BEFORE
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Zoning Board of Appeals
of the TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, New York will hold a
Public Hearing pursuant to Section 48-34A of the
Zoning Local Law on the following proposition:

Appeal No. 25

Request of MOBIL OIL CORPORATION

for a VARIANCE of

the regulations of the ZoningLocal law to

permit building wall and free-standing signs with
more than the allowable sign area and less than the
allowable set back from road;

being a  VARIANCE of

Section_ 48-12 - Table of Use/Bulk Regs., Col. N

for property situated as follows:

Intersection of Routes 94 and 32, Five Corners

Vails Gate, N.Y., known and designated as tax map

Section 69 - Block 4 - Lot 26.2.

SAID HEARING will take place on the s5th day of

October, , 19 92, at the New Windsor Town Hall,

555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, N. Y. beginning at

7:30 o'clock P. M.

Chairman




© NORIL OIL CORPORATION, formerly named

PLATUTORY FORM E-t2s . TME CHISHOLM PRLLTING COMPANY, 409 PEARL ST, N. Y.l A2
raoentars Beed~1ndividuel or Corpo “

:153175?3 . 496

This Indentwre,

g the = *f(

day of December . Nineteen
Hindred and Sinty-six,

Between EDWARD J. DOWNEY and MARY G. DOWNEY, both residing at
Route 9S4 (no vumber), Salisbury Mills, New York, and CATHERINE F.
Downey vesiding at 246 Liberty Street, Newburgh, New York,

as Executors under the last Will and Testament of

MARY G. DOWNEY,
late of the City of Newburgh, County of Orange, State of New York,

, deceased, part ies of the first part,
ond / SOCONY MOBIL OIL COMPANY, INC., a New York Corporation, wdmhxxxiot

pRExEexaEx i@ xlzskingranxivenugyrk ey yxiiemx¥axky having its primecipall

office and place of business at 150 East 42nd Street, Bofough of

ﬁ
Manhattan, City, County and State of New York,

, part Y of the sccond part:

THitnesseth, That the part 1€S of the first part, by virtue of the power and authority to
them giver in and by said last Will and Testament, and ir consideration of

ONE HUNDRED TWENTY-FIVE THOUSAND ~ - - - ($125,000.00)- ~ - - - Doilars
lawiful money of the United §We, ’

pald by the part ¥ of the seoond
part, do hereby grant and release unio the part ¥ of the second part,

its successors . .and assigns forever,
PARCEL T

that certain lot, piece or parcel of land with the buildings
thereon, situate, lying and being in the Town of New Windsor, County

of Orange and State of New York, and more particularly bounded and

described as follows:-

BEGINNING at a point formed by the intersection of the norcheriy
line of lands owned by the City of New York and used for an aqueduct
with the westerly line of New York State Route 32, and running thence
North 39° 13' West 156.32 feet; thence North 50° 47' East 60 feet;
thence North 39° 13' West 250 feet; thence South 50° 47' West 60 feet;

thence North 39° 13' West 263.30 feet; themce Noxth 4° 06' 30" West

£2.07 feeg; thence North 77° 20' East 544.06 feet; thence South 29° 50!

Bast 54,10 feet; thence South 12° 04' West 318,10 feet; t:hencé South

e
[ —




_ Route $4 (no vumber), Salisbury Mills, New York, and CATHERINE F.

© NORIL OIL CORPORAT;ON formerly named
. onmd / SOCONY MOBIL OIL COMPANY INC., a New York Corporation, waxMxxxit

its successors -and. assigns forcver,
"PARCEL I

V- aay of vecember 1

. NMincteen
’Lw?(’(f «znd Six ty~s ix,

Wetween EDWARD J. DOWNEY and MARY G. DOWNEY, both residing at

Downey residing at 246 Liberty Street, Newburgh, New York,
as Executors under the last Will and Zestament of

MARY G. DOWNEY,
late of the City of Newburgh, County of Oranmge, State of New York,

, eceased, part Les of the first part,

mRExERxaExXEExRasling rERxAveRHRYX KA X haRx y e xYaxky having its principall
office and place of business at 150 East 42nd Street, Bofough of

ﬁ
Manhattan, City, County and State of New York,

, part Y of the sccond part:

LHitnesseth, That the part 1S of the first pare, by virtue of the powor and authority to
Fiver in and by said last Will and Testament, and in consideration of
ONE HUNDRED TWENTY-FIVE THOUSAND =~ ~ ~ ~ ($125,000.00)- ~ « = - -

Dollars,
lawful money of the United States,

them

padd by the part ¥ of the seoond
part, do herery grant and release unio the part Y of the second part,

that certain lot, piece or parcel of land with the buildings
thereon, situate, lying and being in the Town of New Windsoxr, County
of Orange and State of New York, and more particularly bounded and

described as follows: -

BEGINNING at a point formed by the intersection of the northerly
line of lawnds owned‘gy the City of New York and used for an aqueduct
with the westerly line of New York State Route 32, and rumnning thence
North 39° 13' West 156.32 feet; thepce North 50° 47' East 60 feet;
thence North 39° 13' West 250 feet; thence South 50° 47' West 60 feet;
thence North 39° 13' West 263.30 feet; thence Noxth 4° 06' 30" West
52.07 feeg; thence North 77° 20' East 544.06 feet; thence South 29° 50!
East 54.10 feet; thence South 12° 04' West 318.10 feet; thence South
10° 56' West 338.16 feet to the point or place of beginning.

PARCEL 11
ALL that certain lot, piece or parcel of land with the buildingﬂ

cthereon, situate, lying and being in the Town of New Windsor, County




5§éf6£angé:and‘écate of New York, and more particularly bounded and
J'described as follows:- | |
BEéiﬁNING at a point formed by ﬁhé'inteééeccioh of the Qoucherk
line of lands of the City of New York usgd‘for'an aqueduct and the
westerly line of New York State Route 32, and runping thence South
‘l2°35? West 40.84 feet; thence North 76° 23' West 228.15 feet; thence
North 37° 06' East 174.90 feet; thence South 39° 13' East 197.92 feet
to the point of place of beginning.
ABOVE described parcels "I'" and "II"‘being a portion of
premises devised by . .Jeseph Downey to his sisters, CATHERINE F.
DCWNEY and MARY G. DOWNEY, by will pfobaced September 12, 1933 in
~ the:orange County Surrogate's Oifice; and also being a portién of
premises subsequently devised by said CATHERINE F. DOWNEY to said
MARY G. DOWNEY for life with remainder to Edward"J. Downey, hephew;
and Ann Elizabeth Downey, Margaret Merritt, Méry G. Downey, Catherine
F. Downey-and Ella B. Downey, nieces of said decedent, Catherine F.
Dc&ney, and who are also nephew and nieces of her sister, the said
Tife temant, MARY G. DOWNEY. o |
The aforesaid MARY G. DOWNEY, sister of aforesaid Joseph .
Dewney and Cathe&ine.ﬁ. Dowﬁey, ha§ing subsequently diéd.Juné 23;
1965, leaving a Last Will and Testament, probated in the Orange

County‘éurrogate's Office July 12, 1966, whereunder letters

:est%men:ary were issued to instamt grantors named as executors under

said will.
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”‘,°35‘ West 40, 84 feet, thence North 76 23' West 228 15 fee:, chence

e,orch 37 ° 06' East 174.90 feet: thence South 39° 13t East 197.92 feet

“ ="«Lo the point or Place of beginning.

ABOVE described parcels "I'" and "II"'being a pdrtion’of

premises devised by . .deseph Downey to his sisters, CATHERINE F.

-WGWNEY and MARY G. DOWNEY, by Will probated September 12, 1933 in

the Orange County Surrogate's OZfice; and also being a poxrtion of
premises subsequently devised by said CATHERINE F. DOWNEY to said
MARY G. DOWNEY for life with remainder to Edwardﬂj. Downey, nephew,
and Ann Elizabeth Downey, Margareﬁ Merritt, Mary G. Downey, Catherine
F. Downey-and Ella B. Downey, nieces of said decedeﬁt Catherine F.

Downeyv, and who ‘are also nephew and nleces of her szster, the said

- -

i fe tenant MARY G. DOWNEY.

The aforesaid MARY G. DOWNEY, sister of‘éforesaid Joseph -
Downey andVCatheQine.?. Dowﬁey, havxng subsequencly dled June 23
1965, leaving a Last Will and Testament, probated zn the Orange
County Surrogate's Qffice July 12, 1966, whereunder letters
cestamer tary were issued to lnstant grantors named as executors under

ﬁ
said will.
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‘ Cogetber with the appurtenances. ANV LSO all the estats whioh said Testat rixhad at

the time of ‘her decease in said premises, AND BISO the estate therein, whioch the part 1€S of the

first pers have or had  power to convey or dispose of, whether individually, or by virtue of said
Wil or otherwise, “

Co bave and to bolb the premisce herein granted unto the part YV of the sscond part,

its successors and aseigns forever.

AND the part ies of the first part covenant thatthey ha ve not done or suffered
anypthing wherehy the said premises have been tnoumbered in any way whatever,

AnD The grantors, in compliance with Section 18 of the Lien Law, covenant as follows:
That they will rescive the consideration for this conveyance and will hold the right to receive squch
consideration as a trust fund to be applied first for the purpose of paying the cost of the improvement,
and that they will apply the same first to the payment of the cost of the improvement before
using any part of the total of the same for any other purpose.

¥n {ditnesy Wibeteol, the part 1es of the firt part have hereunto set their
hands and seals the day and year first above written.

¥n pugence of . . .)\9 (L.S.)
Edward J. DGmey
< L.S.

therine F. Downey

State of NEW YORK County of ORANGE 88.¢
Or. the { "p‘:c day of December , nineteen hundred, and Sixty-six|
before me pertonally came EDWARD J. DOWNEY, MARY G, DOWNEY and
CATEERINE F, DOWNEY , to me knoun

ty be the individual S described in, and who excouted, the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged
shat they cxeuted the same.

ALLEN J. INDZONKA

" Publie. State of New York
| Rcﬁdmx:: ‘:;Y /\‘fppoinmrm.—- Orange County
Committion Expires Tviateh 30, 1968
State of County of .
o the aay of , nineteen, hundred and

, before me personally came

to me known, who, being by me duly sworn, did- depose and sy that he regides in




AnD the part ies of the first part cbvenant thatthey ha ve not done or suffered
anpthing whereby the eaid premises have been inoumbered in any way whatever,

AnD The grantors, in compliance with Section 18 of the Lien Law, covenant as follows:
That they will reccive the consideration for this conveyance and will hold the right to receive such
consideration as a trust fund to be applied first for the purpose of paying the cost of the improvement,

and that they will apply the same first to the payment of the cost of the improvement before
using any part of the total of the same for any other purpose.

e e e 1o . e s - e =

¥n I0itness Wibereol, te part ies of the firet part have hereunto set their
hands and seals the day and year first above written.

| ¥n predence of . @
| " Fesene Zouwned DN sy
Edward J. DGwmey

i (LS.
Mary G,BDowney

therine F. Downey
State of NEW YORK County of  ORANGE 88.¢

!‘l”:c day of December , nineteen hundred and Sixty-six}
before me pertonally came EDWARD J. DOWNEY, MARY G. DOWNEY and
CATEERINE F, DOWNEY , to me knoun

5 be the individual S deseribed in, and who execouted, tke foregoing instrument, and acknowledged

Shet CDRBY  cxecuted the same.

v the

‘ ALLEN J. INDZONKA
‘ Notary Public. State of '\Ce’n Yc:kcwn“
Annatamment — Orang
%”dte::;::«m: '-,F‘(r'r": Iviarch 30, 1968

' State of County of &}
On the daay of , nineteen hundred and
, before me personally came
| to me knoum, whe, veing by me duly sworn, did depose and say that he resides in
;
that he to the of
the corporation described in, and which executed, the foregoing instrument; that he knows

the seal of esaid corporation; that the eeal affived to said instrument is such corporate seal; that it
was so affixed by order of the board of
of said corperation; and that ke signed L name thereto by like order.
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Nam: of lrsured MOBIL OTINEORPORATION

Ti satase or mrerest insured by this policy is Fee Simple

Amoun

0

2

™

t O

Sl

f Insurance$125,000,00
Date of lssue December 14, 1966

vested in che ilbured by means of (1) & deed from Edward J. Downey, Mary G. Downey
sad Catherine F. Downey, as Executors of the Estate of Mary G. Downey,

deceased, dated December 14, 1966, recorded December 16, 1966, in Liber
1759 cp 429, in the County Clerk's Office, Orange County, New York Stat

and (2) & deed from Edward J. Downey, Maty G. Downey, Catherine F.
Downey, Margaret Merritt and Ann Elizabeth Downey, dated December 14,

1646 and recorded December 16, 1966 in Liber 1759 cp 496 in said Clerk'

DETice, SCHEDULE A

The premises in which the insuced has the estate or interest covered by this policy

Parcel 1
ALL that certain lot, piece or parcel of land with the buildings thereon

. . . « ) LT i et i il I-x.k;,:xll:}-“ j .
i AN I A oIt e el e atal et b tal e Tt }‘p 2
/ ’ . POLICY OF TITLE INSURANCE 0 W%@S-?Z? &8
- 1tle No. 488 )=
-* Tid t] €4
awvers |itle [nsurance (orporation &
\ .

p HOME OFFICE - RICHMOND, VIRGINIA K"\

[} o i d -

N ' - ) l

e LAWYERS TITLE INSURANCE CORPORATION. in consideration of the payment of ite premium for NEE)

Y insutance, insures the within named insured agasinst all loss or damage not exceeding the amount of insurance stated ” -‘;’ |
O i)

*" herem and in addition the tosts and expenses of defending the title. estate or interest insured, which the insured }- U R

b shall sastain by reason of apy defect or defects of title affecting the premises described in Schedule A or affecting \-;Fégf,i i

J the interest of the insured therein as berein set forth, or by reason of unmarketability of the title of the insured to ),.:\

A o i1, the premises or by xcason of liens or incumbzances affecting title at the date hereof, or by reason of any statu- )]

M . . . . . )

3 12y lien for lubor or matenal furnished prior 1o the date hereof which has now gained or which may hereafter gain ',) ,\’

A 4

4 paicrity over the interest insured hereby. or by reason of a lack of access to and from the premises, excepting all Joss 9:- ﬁ

‘,‘ ared damage by reason of the estates, intetests, defects, objections, liens, incumbrances and other matters ser forth \.)

\‘1 in Schedule B, or by the conditions of this policy hereby incorperated into this contract, the loss and the amount to oy /‘

i b2 ascertained in the manner provided in said conditions and to be payable upon compliance by the insured with the r\i\"

"i stipulations of said conditions, and not otherwisc. ""(

{ aifg

' j IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Lawyers Title Insurance Corporation has caused this policy to be signed and \" '\.

; seaied on its date of issue set forth herein, to be valid when countersigned by an authorized officer or agent of the )};)

i Tempany, gl in accordance with its By-Laws. NG 4!

; )

i D

! Vs

! o\

‘ . s, . Yoo
e i New York, New York 5y, Jawyers Tille Insurance (drporation g
Crunersigned By: ffj./‘ 5’5?{?} V)
A RERTSIKRe] ¥y ‘.’:El,"* f"l"fli,’:é y ?‘*1)

/ ’:”_r:,[:,'l 1323 /&7 ’ Swfg ™~ ‘: N
O/ % '»}',"~~‘-us,,"?.:’5’ A President )= 9
. iy g 2 teest: &) .
Authorized Officer or Agent . e
Secre

.- N’

)
":"

fial 2
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situate, lying and being in the Town of New Windsor, County of Orange and'#fj
State of New York, and more particularly bounded and described as followsi%
SEGINNING at a point formed by the intewaeerian af th. nmaweh =l 14--

-
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r s v watvwdnig the amolint of insurance stated
Coawes i 0 adainen the tosts and expenses of defending the title. estate or interest insured, which the insured

shall sustain by resson of any defect or defects of title affecting the premises described in Schedule A or affecting
the intercst of the insured therein as herein set forth, or by reason of unmarketability of the title of the insured to
or i1, the premises or by reason of liens or incumbrances affecting ritle at the date hereof, or by reason of any statu-
wry lien for lubor or matenal furnished prior to the date hereof which has now gained or which may heresfter gain
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paitiity over the interest insured hereby. or by reason of a Jack of access to and from the premises. excepting all Joss - ﬁ
. .

znid damage by veason of the estates, interests, defects, objections, liens, incumbrances and other matters set forth :ﬂ)

in Schedule B, or by the conditions of this policy hereby incorporated into this contract, the loss and the amount to A
" el

b2 2scertained in the manner provided in said conditions and to be payable upon compliance by the insured with the Y2 ¥ \‘r

stipulations of said conditions, and not otherwisc. ',"
ko
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IN WITNESS WHEREQF. Lawyers Title Insurance Corporation has caused this policy to be signed and \" )
scaied on ifs date of issue set forth herein, o be valid when countersigned by an authorized officer or agent of the /%'

Cempany, gl in accordance with its By-Laws. NG )
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oot o New York, New York ikwﬁ' Jawyers Title Insurance (orporation )79
. . g~:' '»,Q';a /X \. A
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Authorized Officer or Agent . 3’: )
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Nam: of rsured  MOBIL OTLNCORPORATION Amount of lnsurance$125,000,00 };f{

v 2 891

B0

DRIC of Is‘quc DEQmeer 14 9 1966 :"‘um

Vi)

o A
Tht satasc or inrerest insured by this policy s Fee Simple Joihy

vessed an the foured by means of {1) & deed from Edward J. Downey, Mary G, Downey
and Catherine F. Downey, as Executors of the Estate of Mary G. Downey,
dzceaged, dated December 14, 1966, recorded December 16, 1966, in Liber p%
1759 op 429, in the County Clexk's Office, Orange County, New York Statey %
and {2) « deed from Edward J. Downey, Maty G. Downey, Cathexine F. W
Downey, Margaret Merritt and Ann Elizabeth Downey, dated December 14,
1646 and recorded December 16, 1966 in Liber 1759 cp 496 in said Clerk'
DEfice, SCHEDULE A

The premises in which the insured has the estate or interest coveted by this policy

Parcel 1
ALL that certain lot, piece or parcel of land with the buildings thereon
t

uate, lying and being in the Town of New Windsor, County of Orange and T
te of New York, and more particularly bounded and described as follows
GEGINNING at a peint formed by the intersection of the northerly line

=f laznds owned by the City of New York and used for an aqueduct with the N:%
westeriy linme of New York State Route 32, and RUNNING THENCE North 39° 13V:a
Jest 156,32 feet: thence Worth 50° 47' East 60 feet; thence North 39° 13! iy
West 250 feet; thence Scuth 50° 47' West 60 feet; thenmce North 39° 13'
Jest 263,30 feet; thence North 4° 06' 30" West 52,07 feet; thence North
77% 20' East 544,06 feet; thence South 29° 50' EBast 54.10 feet; thence
South 129 04' West 318,10 feet; thence South 10° 56' West 338.16 feet to

the point or place of BEGINNING,
‘arcel 2

1 that certain lot, piece or parcel of land with the buildings thereon, ¢
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v

" feet; thence North 37° 0&' East 174.50 feet; thence soutn 39 13 Y
197.92 feet to the point or place of BEGINNING, },;

'h', i
SCHEDULE B %
{ -\ The followang csates, interests, defects, objectiont to tutle. liens S. Title 10 any property beyond the lines of the premises ot tite to y’«_ §
,\,:";Z". and noumbtance: and other masters are excepted from the coverage areas within or nights of easements in any abutting streets. toads, ‘o
N of thus policy avenues, Janes. ways or waterways. or the fight to maintain -
' : thetain vaults, tunnels, ramps of any other structure of improve- ;)-;"
I, Dofects ned incumbrances ansihg or becomung s fien after the ment, ubless this  policy ;pecn’mll) provides that such ‘~-;,-e§
datz of Bus policy. except 2y herein provided ntles. tights, or earements are insured. Notwithstanding any ptoe -
: 1. Conseguences of the exeraie and enfon:mcm or sttempted en- visions in this patagraph to the contrary, thit poli¢y, unless other- - g
- Lyemeny of any governmentsl war or 0ol powers over the wise excepted, ansures the ordinary nghu of access and egress =
R 1 zmise: beionging to abutting owners. N %
P ": T Zee a7 resutons of erdinances immposed by any governmenil 6. Comphante by the buildings o other crections upon the premuses }i’ﬁ
Tat trady . or their use with Federsl, Stuate snd Municipal laws, requlations -y
v, 4 }ujmwnu againgt tne tnsured or estates, inigreses, defects, ob. and ordinances. N
LE yicgons, hiens or inrumbrances created, suffered. assumed or agreed 7. Tule to any peesonal pxopcm whethet the same be attached to /:‘__
AN w by of with the privity of the insured of used 1n connection with said premises or otherwise, )
i £, The state of facts as shown on survey prepared by A. S. Brinnier, )l'
P.E. and L.L.S. dated March 15, 1966, subject to any changes since '?ﬁ
date thereof. . 1

9. New York State Transfer Tax against Estate of Mary G. Downey, de- ;éi&“;
ceased. However, this policy will insure against collection of )T

gaid tax out of premises insured herein,. . ‘\4

i¢:, ¥Federal Estate Tax against Estate of Mary G. Downey, deceased. 7Ty
Howevex, this policy will insure against collection of said tax o

out of premises insured herein. 78
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Coae, or theie wse with kedcrm. Suite undfMumcxpnl laws. requlations "'34}?

£ )L:gmmu against tne insured or estates, intererts, defeews, ob- . and ordinances. -
yecdons, hens or incumbianceas created, suffered, asumed or agreed 7. Tule to any personal p!opcrt) whethet the same be attached to ;;._ "
W b) o wath the pmny of the insured. ot used in connection with said premises or otherwise, g};

Y

‘£, The state of facts as shown on survey prepared by A. S. Brinnier, };ﬂ

P.E. and L.L.S. dated March 15, 1966, subject to any changes since ;g§
date thereof. D=
9. New York State Transfer Tax against Estate of Mary G. Downey, de- ﬁx
" ceased. However, this policy will insure agaznst collection of )T
gsid tax out of premises insured herein, K7
10, Federal Estate Tax against Estate of Mary G, Downey, deceased, e
Howevex, this policy will insure against collection of said tax il

out of premises insured herein.
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Service availoble in 45 stotee ins National Division, Branch and
cluding Heweii; and in the Dis- P X (- - Agency offices and Approved At- :,
trict of Columbie, Fuerto Rico ‘-‘;"‘ - a . ‘.“".-gﬁ' torneys located throughout the m’%
ard Conada. ‘-\', R S P iy _/\? operating tertitory as shown on y #"f',"'
“.“\;—Q Y . '”.‘:“ ~-’.,"\ "’Ie map. h /
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553

August 21, 1982

Bohler Enginezring
786 Mountain Boulevard
Watchung, NJ 07060

Re: Tax Map Parcesl: 69-4-26.2
‘Mobil 011 Corporation-

Dear Mr. Richter:

According to our records, the attached 1ist of property ownsrs ars
within five hundred (500) ft. of the above referenced property.

M

The charge for this service is $45.00, minus your deposit of $25.00.
Flease remit the balance of $20.00 to ths Town Clerk's offics.

(I\

Sincerely,
Leslie Cook
SOLE ASSESSOR

LC/cad
Attachment ‘
cc: Pat. Barnhart
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. V.G.R. Associates

¢/o Howard V. Rosenblum
300 Martine Ave.
wWhite Plains, NY 10601

Prekas, Steve

3 Warden Circle
Newburgh, NY 12550

Prekas, Steve

c/o ACSRS Foods Inc.
1 Topaz Ct.
Spring valley, NY 10977

Casaccio, Paul & Virginia
41 Barclay Rd.
New Windsor, NY 12553

Primavera, Joseph A.
Box 88 !
Marlboro, NY 12542

Angelo Rosmarino Enterprises,
PO Box 392
Vails Gate, NY 12584

Hess Realty Corp.
1 Hess Plaza
Woodbridgs, NJ 07095

Korngold M.D., Louis
135 Strawtown Rd.
W. Nyack, NY 10994

Brambury Associates
765 Elmgrove Rd.
Rochester, NY 14624

TGS Associates Inc.
15 East Market St.
Red Hook, NY 12571

S & S Properties Inc.
123 Quakar Rd.
Highland Mills, NY 10930

Conna Corporation

Real Estate Dept.

c/o Dairy Mart #6668

210 Broadway

East Cuvahoga Falls, OH 44222

Brewer, Ella
Box 527
Vails GAte, NY 12584

McMillen, Mary
PO Box 153
Vails Gate, NY 12584

Inc.



* Brewer, Russell A. Jr. & Ruth Ann
Route 94 Box 103
vails Gate, NY 12584

Brewer, Helen & Ida Mae & Michael
PO Box 283
Vails Gate, NY 12584

Deyo, Beatrice & Scherf, Hannah Marie & Lawrence Arthur
FO Box 283
Vails Gate, NY 12584

Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corporation
284 South Ave,
Poughkeepsie, NY 12601

5lepoy, Herbert & Andrew & Jacqueline & Gardner, Fred
104 5. Central Ave.
valley Stream, NY 11580

McDonalds Corp. 031/0159
PO Box 66207

AMF Ohare

Chicago, IL 60666

Leonardo, Constantine
18 Oak St.
Newburgh, NY 12550

Leonardo, Samuel
7 Dogwood Hills Rd.
Newburgh, NY 12550

House of Apache Properties LTD
52 Elm St.
Huntington, NY 11743

wWindsor Enterprises, Inc.
FO Box 928
vVails Gat=s, NY 12584

Mans, C P
PO Box 247
vVails Gate, NY 12584

Vander Maas, Brian K. & Bridgette A.
12 Truex Dr.
New Windsor, NY 12553

Fernandez, Micha=1l A. & Michael R.
9 Truex Dr.
New Windsor, NY 12553

Slepoy, William & Andrew & Jacqueline & Gardner, Fred
c/o Friendly Ice Cream Corp.

1855 Boston Rd.

Wilbraham, MA 01095
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August 10, 1992 ’ 11

MR. FENWICK: Request for two free~standing signs (only
one permitted) with 52.3 s.f. sign area variance for
free-standing signs, 128.7 s.f. sign area variance for
wall sign and three set back_ variances as follows:

sign #1- 14 ft, Sign #2- 12 ft, #3- 12 ft. (Signs must
be 15 ft. from any lot line) for Mobil 0il signs
located at Five Corners in Vails Gate in a C zone.

Mr. Eric Steinfeld and Gary Hughes came before the
board representing this proposal.

MR. STEINFELD: I’ve got an exhibit that might be
easier.

MR. STEINFELD: Ladies and gentlemen, the signage
before you boils down to two signage packages primarily
being if I can break it down. to free-standing signage
and building mounted signage. Before I get started,
the signage proposed that is before you is consistent
with what Mobil has done in this geographical region as
well as throughout out: the Unites States, considered to
be more or less a formal or standard signage package
for this type of location which is more of a rural type
location. Specifically, as we speak with respect to
the free-standing signage, the signage is comprised of
free-standing signage comprised of main identification
sign which we’re proposing at the intersection and that
of course will replace the existing identification sign
that you see there currently. 1In addition to that,
we’re also proposing a secondary sign what we call a
POS or a snaplock sign which will be located right off
Route 94. The purpose of that sign will be to provide
pricing information to the 94 customer. The main
identification sign that I referred to earlier will be
primarily used for identification of the facility, the
Mobil facility, identification of the price, of course,
and identification of the fact that there’s a car wash
on the premises as well. So, this is really our
premier sign with respect to identification of the
site. On the basis of it’s orientation perpendicular
to Route 32, it’s necessary for us as well to identify,
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brings to the 94 potential patron. We’re doing this
simply by the construction of the POS sign here. The
last free-standing sign that we’re proposing is off
Route 32 and it will be mounted on a yard light pole,
as this one here will primarily be utilized for

"merchandising, it will allow the operator of the

facility a chance to merchandise any in-house product
such as Mobil One, perhaps a cup of coffee, free glass
with your fillup, that sort of thing. That is more or
less is the entire free-standing signage package. I’m
sure many of you are familiar with the Mobil location
that currently exists, I believe it’s on Route 300
right at the stop light. I forget the side street
right up the road here, Vails, Five Corners.

MR. HUGHES: Just the same, it’s identical signage.

MR. STEINFELD: Two POS signs as well as the primary
identification sign. Once we move interior to the
site, a number of you have seen the facility as it
exists today. Many of these signs exist. Actually if
not all of them, I believe, exist at this point. Just
to run through those for you because from a technical
standpoint, it has been identified based on I guess the
interpretation by your zoning officer that we do need a
variance because we exceed the number of
building-mounted signs as well as the square footage
basis. Let me just go through them one at a time.
Those of you that are familiar with the facility,
there’s an existing Mobil Mart structure that exists
under the canopy that is one primary structure. The
other is the canopy structure itself which more or less
spans over the top of the Mobil Mart and covers the
pump islands. The third structure is the car wash to
the rear. Mobil’s intent in their internal signage
package is to identify the if structures. They are
doing that simply by identifying car wash legends
located on the car wash, a Mobil Mart legend that is
located on the Mobil Mart and two Mobil canopy legends
that are, that identify the canopy itself as a Mobil
structure. Generally speaking, we refer to these Mobil
legends more or less as logos as we refer to the
pegasus disks that are located on either side of Mobil
Mart facility as logos as well that is the right
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signage package for the interior with the small
exception of a snaplock sign which is also to be
located on the car wash facility itself. That gives us
an opportunity to identify the fact that you might get
a free car wash with a fillup, gives us a' chance to
merchandise specifically the car wash facility itself.
That more or less is the entire signage package as I
identified we’re in deviation of the ordinance with
respect to the number of signs as well as the square
footage. However, we feel we're consistent with a
number of the other facilities in the area, namely of
course the Mobil facility that I had mentioned
previously and in a nutshell, I think we’re not asking
or I feel we’re not asking for anything above and
beyond shall what we say the spirit of the ordinance
really permits. :

MR. FENWICK: You’re saying everything is identical to
the one at Meadow Hill in the Town of Newburgh?

MR. STEINFELD: To a large extent it is. I didn’t
spend an awful lot of time identifying every single
sign at the location but what’s identical is the
free-standing signage which is the perimeter signage
which are the signs from your standpoint are the most
important from you view, they are the ones that
municipalities and townships fight very, very hard to
control. The internal signs again are much more
subdued and they are internal to the site. You must
enter .the site before you really get a full chance to
obtain visibility.

MR. BABCOCK: Can I make one correction to the agenda.
The agenda says request for two free-standing, it
should say three.

MR. FENWICK: I thought you meant two besides the one

that they are allowed.

MR. BABCOCK: It should say request for three
free-standing signs.

MR. KONKOL: They were in here several months ago
revamping, this was the sign issue addressed and they
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' said they didn’t need any signs or didn’t we grant a
variance at the time?

MR. LUCIA: They said they were not prepared to present
it at that point so they just let it pass. I don’t
think they made any formal presentation.

MR. HUGHES: Mobil down in Virginia, they had 12 of
them, different types, colors and so forth lined up and
they were stopping people.

MR. KONKOL: We didn‘’t grant any sign variance, did we?
MRS. BARNHART: No.

MR. KONKOL: In comparison to that presentation, what’s
existing there now.

"MR. STEINFELD: On the facility today, everything
internal exists on the site today, everything internal.
Meaning building-mounted signs exist there today. Two
Mobil identification signs on the canopy, two pegasus
disks, excuse me the Mobil Mart that identifies the
fact that there’s a mart, the identification of the car
wash which is simply a car wash legend and the small
point-of-sale sign so in fact everything that we’re
proposing with respect to the building-mounted signage
already exists on the site today. We’re seeking here,
seeking your permission to allow those signs to remain
to a large extent.

MR. KONKOL: What’s there now is what’s proposed?
MR. HUGHES: Nothing more.

MR. TORLEY: . We went over the variances last time,
there’s no mention that on building signs we’re going
to require variances.

MR. HUGHES: It was mentioned, I remember that and
what we’re doing here is since I have to ask for the
three other signs, I want to be perfectly clear that
the other signage that we had on the building and the
canopy and so forth were also part. If there’s a
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variance needed, then I want to make sure that we have
it.

MR. STEINFELD: It had been identified by your zoning
officer that a variance was required to actually allow
those signs to remain. I guess our interpretation we
read little bit different with respect to I’m sure
you’re all familiar with the 7 1/2 % of the wall sign
area which is really what the ordinance is based on.
Based on our calculations and based on the fact that
you do have two frontages, 94 and 32, our calculation
of the specific buildings, specifically the canopy is
one structure, Mobil Mart is a structure and the car
wash is a structure, leaves us with allowable square
footage that is in excess of what we’re proposing. And
I guess it must have been perhaps under that basis that.
the board felt at the time of site plan review that a
variance wasn’t required for the building-mounted
signage. I can’t say for certain but--

MR. FENWICK: They were never presented to us before.
You’re saying the interior signs are all existing now.
What about the ones by the road? I know the one at the
corner is existing. Are the ones by the driveways
existing? VYou’re going to replace that one up there,
the entrance driveways were going to be the changeable
signs, 1is it there now?

MR. STEINFELD: No.
MR. FENWICK: And that was, is not there now either?

MR. STEINFELD: No, sir. The existing sign is the
existing identification sign that will be replaced.

MR. KONKOL: So what’s existing now, everything is
there except the sign on 94 and the one down here on
32?

MR. STEINFELD: Yes, sir, with the exception of a
small modification of this sign at the intersection.

MR. FENWICK: We have identified in the agenda a sign,
one sign, two sign, three sign. One needing 14 foot
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various for a setback, sign two needing 12 and sign 3
needing 13.

MR. BABCOCK: I numbered those for my benefit so I
knew which sign I was talking about. I also sent a
plan to the zoning Board. Number one would be the,
that sign there on 94.

MR. FENWICK: Going to come around, okay, the one is--

MR. BABCOCK: The one on 32, down here is #2 and the
one for Mobil 0il is #3.

MR. FENWICK: Okay, one of the things that we’re
looking at right now is the variances are substantial
versus what the law said, the law says you have to be
15 feet from any lot line. And you want to be
considerably closer than that from the looks of things
here. What about from the curb cuts, how far back do
you think you are from the curb cuts?

MR. STEINFELD: Curb cuts being here?

MR. FENWICK: The outer part, do the, in other words,
I’'m looking at your lot line, looks like you’re only
maybe a foot or two off for sign number one, actually
how far is that curb that’s existing now out on the
road?

MR. STEINFELD: That is correct.
MR. FENWICK: How far would you be back from there?

MR. STEINFELD: From the curb line, approximately five
feet. I just might add the existing sign I’m sure
you’re all familiar with that the existing sign is
located of course in close proximity to the property
line now with respect to the signs that we’re locating
at the entrances, they’ll be located on a light pole
and the sign itself will have an underside clearance of
five feet. Okay, at a minimum five feet which allows
somebody sitting in their car or their vehicle, eye
level is 3.75 feet, Mobil in no way obviously proposes
to inhibit sight visibility entering and exiting the
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site.

MR. FENWICK: These signs are on light poles you'’re
saying?

MR. STEINFELD: Yes, sir, they are.
MR. FENWICK: Are the light poles there now?
MR. STEINFELD: I believe so.

MR. FENWICK: How long are the signs I’m looking at
21.4.

MR. STEINFELD: Yes, sir each one for number one and
number two.

MR. KONKOL: Is that for both sides?
MR. STEINFELD: That is actually one side.
MR. KONKOL: So, actually it’s--~

MR. FENWICK: So in other words, what you’re saying
what is this thing, approximately 4 by 5? )
MR. STEINFELD: I thought we showed a representation,
it’s approximately four feet by five feet, it’s not an
obtrusive sign at all. I’m sure that you are familiar
with, maybe you’re not because quite frankly, they are
relatively small ones. You look at them from the road,
they don’t appear to be large signs at all. You may
have noted them in your travels, if you have noticed
some of the secondary pricing that Mobil typlcally
provides on a side street but they are located in close
prox1m1ty to the property llne. That is their main
intent is to provide them in an area that obviously
they are extremely visible to the bypass customers.

But of course locality in a such a manner that they are
safe and nothing is going to be ‘inhibiting any sight
visibility.

MR. BABCOCK: Can I ask one question? Sign #3, you
have on your plan 49.5 square feet is that one side or
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both sides?
MR. STEINFELD: Actually, that is one side.
MR. LUCIA: That would change the variance request.

MR. BABCOCK: It’s going to change the number which
~I’11 work up right now. It’s going to double the
square footage cause it’s each side. 1I’1l1l do that.

MR. HUGHES: We’re actually trying to make it smaller
than the sign that exists there now. There’s a ten
foot by five foot sign there now which is 50 square
feet per side and I think the 49 square feet
encompasses in addition the price sign as well as cause
it’s only an eight foot sign by four feet so it is-
gquite a bit smaller.

MR. FENWICK: What different information would be on
sign number 2 that wouldn’t be on sign number 37

MR. STEINFELD: Well, again number 3 primarily just
‘utilized to identify the fact that it is a Mobil
'station, to identify the fact that there’s a car wash
on site and identify the most important ingredient
which is price. Those three ingredients will be the
only things comprehended in sign 3. Sign- 2 it appears
that allows the operator to merchandise something in
the mart, help him sell the coffee, you get a free cup
if you do a fillup, maybe mix it up with Mobil One,
identify the fact, promote the Mobil One o0il, things of

that nature. So again, this is really just a
merchandising sign, solely a merchandising sign. It’s
the operator’s sole opportunity to merchandise. This

primarily is just identification and this pricing.

MR. BABCOCK: Can I ask one more question, sir? All
the signs that are building-mounted I would assume are
all one-sided?

MR. STEINFELD: VYes, sir that is correct.

MR. TORLEY: How about sign number 2?
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MR. STEINFELD: 21.4 on. each side.
MR. BABCOCK: Oon each side?

MR. FENWICK: Is that the same size of the signs that
are at Meadow Hill now?

MR. HUGHES: That is correct.
MR. FENWICK: They are signs that are that same size?

MR. STEINFELD: I drove by there this afternoon, not
more than a half hour ago and they have two snap locks
and they have one large identification sign that is 12
by 5 or 60 square foot sign with prices which is 24.5
approximately square feet so it is actually in excess
of the sign that we’re proposing here.

MR. FENWICK: I’m saying I want to go up there and see
what this sign looks 1like.

MR. STEINFELD: Absolutely.

MR. KONKOL: The only thing with Meadow Hill, you’ve
got crossroads and five corners, you have exactly what
you have, five corners, you have much more concentrated
traffic pattern here at Vails Gate than you do at
Meadow Hill and really you know your station looks
gorgeous, the signs that are up there are fine. I just
question do you need two more signs? What they want to
do for merchandising that is their problem but I think
that they are loading up my favorite saying your
putting ten pounds in a five pound bag.

MR. TORLEY: Considering that we already granted a
number of rather extensive variances for some of the
other fixtures and at that point, you didn’t say
anything about changing signs, now you’re coming back
and saying by the way, we want three more signs and--

MR. HUGHES: I did that for a reason. I kept the
signs totally separate because I knew we were going to
have to come back and ask for the new identification
sign once the Fairfax Corporation group selected their
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design for that.

MR. TORLEY: The position regardless of the kind of
sign they decided the logo and where you are going to
put the sign hasn’t changed.

MR. HUGHES: No but either way, I wouldn’t be able to
ask for a sign saying I don’t know how big it is but we
want to put a sign there. I think you guys would have
laughed at me then.

MR. BABCOCK: The one sign number is 49.5 square feet
each side. They are allowed 40.

MR. KONKOL: 9 foot over there? What’s the total
exterior signage that they have?

MR. BABCOCK: Right now, it’s each side so the agenda

should be modified. It was 52.3, they were requesting
they needed 144.6. '

MR. KONKOL: How about for the other two signs?
MR. BABCOCK: That includes all three signs.

MR. KONKOL: If we eliminate one and two, they are
still going to need a variance for number three?

MR. BABCOCK: Yes, one.

MR. TORLEY: I confess one of the things is the setback
in the streets I’m concerned about. That code was put
in for safety purposes more than they exist now.

You’re talking a sign right next to a busy road, even
though it’s on a light pole, it’s got five foot
clearance.

MR. FENWICK: Five foot is nice until you sit in a
pick-up truck.

MR. KONKOL: Is number 3 sign existing right now?

MR. HUGHES: There’s an existing sign there.
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MR. FENWICK: At the same location as number 3 shown on
your drawing?

MR. HUGHES: Oh, yes it’s sitting right here where it
shows existing sign to be removed.

MR. LUCIA: If I recall from the last variance
application, you said that the street lines changed as
part of the rewveal of the five corners intersection.
That resulted in taking lands from Mobil.

MR. HUGHES: I would say not taking land because our
property is here, other. than taking this but it did
move the curb cuts back slightly to provide a wider,
safe approach going south.

MR. LUCiA: It may be relative to the setback
variance.

MR. TORLEY: What’s the difficulty in, eiplain to me
what the difficulty is in moving the signage back so
they’d meet the offset property line requirements.

MR. HUGHES: It would be back just on this curb line
here. It would be really blocked by the large pole
that is 51tt1ng there now, the one that handles the
traffic light indicator, it would be almost blocked by
that and that is why we wanted to put it out here so
people from 300, cause if you drive down 300 south, you
can’t even see any identification sign. I’'m sure
you’re driven down that road, that is one of the other
reasons we wanted to identify so people can see it far
enough in advance so that they would be able to either
get in the left or right-hand lane, if they wanted to
go to the service station without having to make a last
<minute maneuver.

MR. TORLEY: I’ve seen the canopy, it’s a very nice
structure but you have a huge canopy with. Mobil. 1Isn’t
that enough to say to people along the way, yes there
is a gas station?

MR. HUGHES: The canopy legends are here and they
shoot out this way which is up 94.
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MR. TORLEY: I’d feel a lot better if you put one of
the canopy signs facing up 300 rather than put a huge
sign.

MR. HUGHES: I would have liked to have done that but
we can’t because of a structure. There’s a big I bean
that runs through there. That was a thought, though,
very good thought. We wanted to do that too but due to
the structure, we couldn’t.

MR. KONKOL: What do they need for just sign three.
MR. BABCOCK: 59 square feet.
MR. KONKOL: Just for the one sign?

MR. STEINFELD: Just keep in mind just to reiterate for
the board, the sign that we’re proposing is actually
smaller sign. Number 3 is smaller than what exists out
there today. It’s significantly smaller than other
similar type facilities.

MR. KONKOL: I know but other facilities aren’t located
on this traffic intersection. This is really a
hodgepodge now. People driving, I can’t see people
looking around. It’s nice to have you call it a rural
area, that is about as cosmopolitan as you get, that
intersection, and people driving along and they are
going to look along and see what the price is? There'’s

enough bang-ups without adding anymore signage. I’m
not against sign number 3 properly located but I’m
against those other two signs. No matter where you

come from, you can see Mobil and if you are going to do
your shopping from the car, I doubt it, I mean--

MR. STEINFELD: Sir, I beg to differ with you there
only because two sets on this, at this facility will
"make the difference between actually closing the doors
and the station operating successfully. I mean no
other industry that I can think of does two or three
cents at the pump make that much difference. That is
why it’s so imperative that we have the appropriate
signage exposure. With respect to pricing alone, we
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have that certainly off 32 with your allowance of this
sign, if we don’t have it off 94, we have a situation
where people slow down, they hesitate, they try and
look in and identify the price that is located on the
pump so we have seen a number of difficulties and
somewhat dangerous situations created by improper
signage with regard to pricing. I agree no question
about it with respect to the additional signage for
merchandising, that is something we ask for simply to

make this a successful operation from the'standpoint of
‘the other, shall we say, secondary and tertiary type

products that we’re going to sell but the most
imperative signage we can possibly have is the
identification of price.

MR. TORLEY: Granting for the moment the practical
difficulty on the one face due to the I beam. Why
couldn’t the pricing information be hung on the canopy
and get rid of one and two?

MR. STEINFELD: Because with respect to identifying it
on the legend itself, it’s not where people would
expect it, it’s 14, about 15 or 16 feet in the air and
it’s so far removed from the perimeter of the site that
it just renders it very, very difficult, Mobil has in
many markets attempted to test signage on the canopy
with respect to pricing. You rarely see it as a matter
of fact Crown used to do it, I don’t know of any major
retailer in the nation that identifies price on the
canopy. It’s only because the best place, for signage
is immediately where the patrons will be able to see it
right on the identification sign, . identify the fact
that it is a Mobil station, identify the price with it.
That is why it is so important that we couple up those
two ingredients. Any secondary pricing must be
provided in ¢lose proximity to the roadway system or

quite frankly, it’s useless to locate it internal to

the site which is pump top and located on the canopy,

~although it will do some good, it might create more

detriment than good because people would be looking at
the canopy and looking internal to the site. This way,
they are driving on 94 and 32, their vision doesn’t
have to deviate that far from the roadway system to
identify price.
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MR. TORLEY: Someone coming down 94 would have
difficulty seeing the price but somebody coming up the
other way is going to see it plain as day, sign number
2.

MR. KONKOL: I agree with you, Larry and your
presentation is very good from what you’re doing but
most people in the area that are traveling that area
are living in the area. They are going to the gas
station for convenience. They are going there to Mobil
because they have a Mobil card. They are going to buy
Mobil whether it’s two cents higher than the guy across
the street. I just don’t buy that. I just think we’ve
got too much signs. 1I’ve lived in this area a long
time and there’s enough accidents and I’m not in favor
and I wouldn’t go for it.

MR. FENWICK: Does Mobil own and operate this station?

MR. HUGHES: No, we own the land but Mat Florio, Tom
Florio, I think you’ve met them, they operate it.

MR. STEINFELD: We’re not here to force any sign
package on the board.

MR. KONKOL: I think this board has been very good in
granting the other variances some six or seven months.
Right now, your station looks gorgeous over there.
It’s fine. I don’t think you need to junk it up with
some more signs.

MR. LUCIA: The board is giving you I think their
collective conscience on your proposal.

MR. KONKOL: I’m giving you mine, any way.

MR. LUCIA: This is a five member board. There are
two members not here tonight and obviously I can’t
speak for how they would view your proposal. You have
a choice at this point. You can have an absolute right
to proceed with the variance application that you are
now proposing, bring it to the public hearing and if
you have more than three members three, four or five
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members will vote. You need three affirmative votes to
have the variance granted. Alternatively, if you want
to take it back to corporate headquarters wherever the
decisions are made and see if they want to revise the
signage package and come back for another preliminary,
you’re welcome to do that. So, it is your choice at
this point. ,

sm:hm ew&
MR. STEINFELD: It’s apparent that the sediments of the
board are specifically focused on the reduction of some
signage area. It appears on the perimeter sign or the
free-standing signs we have all gathered that on that
basis would there be any potential in us proceeding
after perhaps a five minute conference and then being
allowed to proceed to the formal hearing or just taking
the conference on a ride home and coming back and go,
actually going to the formal hearing in two weeks or
whenever it might be with somewhat of reduced signage
package which we feel will be agreeable to the board.
It doesn’t behoove Mobil to take a sign package to the
board which we know will get denied. We have a good
flavor of what would be agreeable, I hope.

MR. LUCIA: I don’t think the board would have any
problem to give you five minutes to consider it. If
you are considering a reduction, they’d want to see
that at preliminary before coming to a public hearing,
saying we cut it down from X number to Y number.

MR. FENWICK: General consensus we don’t like
surprises, that is how come we have preliminary
meetings. If you go to any other towns, they don’t
have preliminary meetings.

MR. LUCIA: We feel--

MR. TORLEY: We feel that the preliminary meeting stage
is really for your benefit as much as ourselves because
you don’t want to go to a public hearing and go through
all the expense and hassle and find out that there’s a
big one we could have fixed earlier.

MR. STEINFELD: Can we take three to five minutes and I
can discuss it with my clients?
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MR. FENWICK: If you want to take this back, we have a
public hearing that is going to go on and it doesn’t
look like it will be too substantial.

'MR. LUCIA: Gary, Yyou are a Mobil employee?

MR. HUGHES: Yes, I am the project engineer for this.

MR. LUCIA: And you would be coming back to the public
hearing also? '

MR. HUGHES: Yes, that is correct.
'MR. LUCIA: Just so we had somebody from Mobil.
MR. FENWICK: We’re going to postpone the preliminary

hearing for a while for Mobil 0il Corporation. We're
going to proceed with the public hearing next.
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MOBIL OIL CONTINUATION *

MR. STEINFELD: Ladies and gentlemen, we respectfully
request the opportunity to come back at the next
preliminary review and discuss it in more detail. That
will give us the opportunity to discuss the proposal
with our marketing people.

MR. FENWICK: Probably also give us the opportunity to
take a look at the Meadow Hill one so we’ll have a
better perspective of what we’re looking at. I’m
pretty sure that is a smaller site, would that be
correct?

MR. HUGHES: Area wise, it’s a little bit larger but
it’s laid out differently because it’s a remote
building. Wo it seems like it’s more crowded because

the building is not underneath the canopy.

MR. BABCOCK: Can I say one thing? If you decide to
change the plan that you should get me a plan that is
-changed so I can send the new numbers or whatever the
changes are to the board.

MRS. BARNHART: We’re going to need that before the
final decision.

MR. TORLEY: I move we table the preliminary meeting
for Mobil 0Oil.

MR. KONKOL: I’11 second it.

ROLL CALL

MR. TORLEY AYE
MR. KONKOL AYE
MR. FENWICK AYE

FORMAL DECISIONS

1. FRENNEN/PILLITERI
2. BETTS

3. DI GISCO

4. DE COUTO
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C | ¥ IMPORTANT

REQUIRED INSPECTIONS OF CONSTRUCTION - YOU MUST CALL FOR THESE

OTHER INSPECTIONS WILL BE MADE IN MOST CASES, BUT THOSE LISTED BELOW MUST BE MADE OR
. CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY MAY BE WITHHELD. DO NOT MISTAKE AN UNSCHEDULED. INSPECTION
' FOR ONE OF THOSE LISTED BELOW. UNLESS AN INSPECTION REPORT IS LEFT ON THE JOB INDICATING
APPROVAL OF ONE OF THESE INSPECTIONS, IT HAS NOT BEEN APPROVED, AND IT IS IMPROPER TO
CONTINUE BEYOND THAT POINT IN THE WORK. ANY DISAPPROVED WORK MUST BE REINSPECTED
AFTER CORRECTION

LR

WHEN EXCAVATING IS COMPLETE AND FOOTING FORMS ARE IN PLACE (BEFORE POURING).
FOUNDATION INSPECTION. CHECK HERE FOR WATERPROOFING AND FOOTINGS DRAINS.
INSPECT GRAVEL BASE UNDER CONCRETE FLOORS, AND UNDERSLAB PLUMBING.
WHEN FRAMING IS COMPLETED, AND BEFORE IT IS COVERED FROM INSIDE, AND PLUMBING ROUGH-IN.
INSULATION.
PLUMBING FINAL & FINAL.HAVE ON HAND ELECTRICAL INSPECTION DATA AND FINAL CERTIFIED PLOT PLAN.BUILDING
IS TO BE COMPLETED AT THIS TIME. WELL WATER TEST REQUIRED AND ENGINEERS CERTIFICATION LETTER FOR SEPTIC
SYSTEM REQUIRED.
7. 'DRIVEWAY INSPECTION MUST MEET APPROVAL OF TOWN HIGHWAY INSPECTOR. A DRIVEWAY BOND MAY BE
REQUIRED.
8. $20.00 CHARGE FOR ANY SITE THAT CALLS FOR THE INSPECTION TWICE
9. PERMIT NUMBER MUST BE CALLED IN WITH EACH INSPECTION.
10. THERE WILL BE NO INSPECTIONS UNLESS YELLOW PERMIT CARD IS POSTED.
11. SEWER PERMITS MUST BE OBTAINED ALONG WITH BUILDING PERMITS FOR NEW HOUSES.
2. SEPTIC PERMIT MUST BE SUBMITTED WITH ENGINEER'S DRAWING & PERC TEST.
13. ROAD OPENING PERMITS MUST OBTAINED FROM TOWN CLERKS OFFICE.
14. ALL BUILDING PERMITS WILL NEED A CERTIFICATION OF OCCUPANCY OR A CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE AND THERE
1S A FEE FOR THIS

ARl

Name of Owner of Premises.... MOBIL OIL CORPORATION

Address C/0 _BOHLER ENGINEERING, INC. oo, (908) 668-8300

.............

Address.... 786 MOUNTATN BILVD., WAT(}IUNG, NJ 070689, 05 (908) 668-8300
Name of Contractor IRA CONKLIN CONSTRUCTION CO.
Address. 92-94 STEWART AVE., NEWBURGH, NY 1255ane (914) 474-7341

State whether applicant is owner, lessee, agent, architect, engineer or builder AGENT

If applicant is a corporation, signature of duly authorized officer.

(Name and title of corporate officer)

1. On what street is property located? On the SOUTH side of......No.YvSa.. ROUTE. 94
(N.S.E.or W) :
and 0 feet from the intersection of....N+¥:S...ROUTE 32
2. Zone or use district in which premises are situated .{C)..DESIGN..SHOPPING........Is property a flood zone? Yes........N0o.. ¥ ¥
3. Tax Map description of property: Section () Block........4 Lot......20:2 ‘
4.  State existing use and occupancy of premises and intended use and occupancy of proposed construction,
a. Existing use and occupancy.GASOLINE STATION b. Intended use and occupancy.... SASOLINE STATION
5. Nature of work (check which applicable): New Bulldmg..... ..... seeseneens Addition,..... Alteration Repair......... pesenens
Removal. Demolition. Other.... STGNAGE - - _
6. Sizeof lot: FrontRear Depth.,, o FTONE Yard....oosissssessenss REAr Yaruoursssssssesesssers SIGE YaIurirrrcsurrrsssenes

Is this a comner lot?...... YES.. tressenens - T~ . ‘ enenesessspans

i - . ~ . — v - -




Falib ol o sl

10.
11,
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13.
14.

~

10.

11

(AR U VL UF UINE UF THEDE IINOPEU LIUNS, 11 HAS NO'I' BEEN APPROVED, AND IT IS IMPROPER TO
d:YTlNUE BEYOND THAT POINT IN THE WORK. ANY DISAPPROVED WORK MUST BE REINSPECTED
AFTER CORRECTION,

WHEN EXCAVATING IS COMPLETE AND FOOTING FORMS ARE IN PLACE (BEFORE POURING).

FOUNDATION INSPECTION. CHECK HERE FOR WATERPROOFING AND FOOTINGS DRAINS.

INSPECT GRAVEL BASE UNDER CONCRETE FLOORS, AND UNDERSLAB PLUMBING.

WHEN FRAMING IS COMPLETED, AND BEFORE IT IS COVERED FROM INSIDE, AND PLUMBING ROUGH-IN.

INSULATION.

PLUMBING FINAL & FINAL.HAVE ON HAND ELECTRICAL INSPECTION DATA AND FINAL CERTIFIED PLOT PLAN.BUILDING
1S TO BE COMPLETED AT THIS TIME. WELL WATER TEST REQUIRED AND ENGINEERS CERTIFICATION LETTER FOR SEPTIC
SYSTEM REQUIRED.

"DRIVEWAY INSPECTION MUST MEET APPROVAL OF TOWN HIGHWAY INSPECTOR A DRIVEWAY BOND MAY BE

REQUIRED.

$20.00 CHARGE FOR ANY SITE THAT CALLS FOR THE INSPECTION TWICE.

PERMIT NUMBER MUST BE CALLED IN WITH EACH INSPECTION.

THERE WILL BE NO INSPECTIONS UNLESS YELLOW PERMIT CARD IS POSTED.

SEWER PERMITS MUST BE OBTAINED ALONG WITH BUILDING PERMITS FOR NEW HOUSES.

SEPTIC PERMIT MUST BE SUBMITTED WITH ENGINEER'S DRAWING & PERC TEST.

ROAD OPENING PERMITS MUST OBTAINED FROM TOWN CLERKS OFFICE.

ALL BUILDING PERMITS WILL NEED A CERTIFICATION OF OCCUPANCY OR A CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE AND THERE
IS A FEE FOR THIS

Name of Owner of P;'cmises MOBTL OIL, CORPORATION .
Address. /0. BOHLER ENGINEERING, INC. Phone  (908) _§68—8300

........

........

............................................................................................

Name of Contractor

Address,92-94 STEWART AVE., NEWBURGH, NY 12550  (914) 474-7341

State whether applicant is owner, lessee, agent, architect, engineer or builder AGENT ...ooooereseseennessanesseenn

If applicant is a corporation, signature of duly authorized officer.

(Name and title of corporate officer)

On what street is property located? On the.......... SOUTH.. side of.......NoY.e.Sa.. ROUTE.. 94
(NS.E.orW.)
and 0 feet from the intersection of....N+¥-S. ROUTE 32 ..
Zone or use district in which premises are situated .(C).. DESTGN..SHOPPING........ Is property a flood zone? Yes......... No..X... . x
Tax Map description of property: Section 69 Block....... 4....... Lot......20.2
State existing use and occupancy of premises and intended use and occupancy of proposed construction.
a. Existing use and occupancy GASOLINE STATTON b. Intended use and occupancy GASOLINE STATION
Nature of work (check which applicable): New Building.......cc.ceeveret Addition......... veeneee AltCration.....ceeueeeenes Repair.......c.ceevun
Removal......ccoceeeunnee Demolition.......ccuescecnense Other....STGNAGE
Size of lot: Front Rear. Depth.....cecreseeneenne Front Yard........cccecevucee Rear Yard.....cococevveirenes Side Yard.......ccocenennees
Is this a corner lot?...... ¥Y&..
Dimensions of entire new construction: From / A.. Rear Depth......ccouu.n. Height ............. Number of stories..........
If dwelling, number of dwelling units N/A Number of dwelling units on each floor
Number of bedrooms Baths SR Y o111 £
Heating Plant: Gas 0Oil Electric/HOt Ai....ccceceveerernens Hot Water.....coovveeeernnnns

If Garage, number of cars
If business, commercial or mixed occupancy, specify nature and extent of each type of use ...GASQLINE. STATION. .................
.CAR. WAGH,,..AND. FOOD MART

Estimated cost $20.00 Fee. $50 00~ =
v (10 be paid on this application)

School District

Costs for.the work described in the Application for Building Permit include the cost of all the construction and other work done in

connection therewith, exclusive of the cost of the land. If final cost shall exceed estimated cost, an additional fee may be required before
the issuance of Certificate of Occupancy.




TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE COUNTY, N. Y.

Examined....cccovcuiannsconconncaccsonsneeal@iiiinns Office Of Buiiding Inspector
APPTOved.. c.veveeaerareecsascsonsscsnnveceal@uiaanes H Michael L. Babcock
Jown Hall, 555 Union Avenue

Permi New Windsor, New York 12550
eIt NO. euveerecescstocronnsesssesserssosscasasanns Telephone 565-8807

Refer — APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT
Planning Board...c.caeieecnceiencnenas

Disapproved a/C . e ciecatiersesivecierrsiessrasossiones

Pursuant to New York State Building Code and Town Ordinances
Highway . ooveviiiieeninnnnns

SEWEL 1t tiiitennsniernsncrsosssvsanss

N BLEE oo v evneeneeneoanssesncsansscanns Datc....]/z.s..............19..?.%..

Zoning Board of Appeals ........ cevess
INSTRUCTIONS

a. This application must be completely filled in by typewriter or in ink and submitted in duplicate to the Building Inspector.

b. Plot plan showing location of lot and buildings on premises, relationship to adjoining premises or public streets or areas,
and giving a detailed description of layout of property must be drawn on the diagram which is part of this application.

¢ This application must be accompanied by two complete sets o plans showing proposed construction and two complete
sets of specifications. Plans and specifications shall describe the nature of the work to be performed, the materials and equipment
to be used and installed and details of structural, mechanical and plumbing installations. -

d. The work covered by this application may not be commenced before the issuance of a Building Permit.

¢. Upon approval of this application, the Building Inspector will issue a Building Permir to the applicant together with ap-
proved set of plans and specifications. Such permit and approved plans and specifications shall be kepr on the premises, available
for inspection throughout the progress of the work.

f. No building shall be occupied or used in whole or in part for any ;::urposc whatever until a Certificate of Occupancy shall
have been granted by the Building Inspector.

APPLICATION IS HEREBY MADE to the Building Inspector for the issuance of a Building Permit pursuant to the New York
Building Construction Code Ordinances of the Town of New Windsor for the construction of buildings, additions or alterations,
or for removal or demolition or use of property, as herein described. The applicant agrees to comply with all applicable laws, or-
dinances, regulations and certifies that he is the owner or agent of all that certain lot, picce or parcel of land and/or building de-
scribed in this application and if not the owner, that he has been duly and properly authorized to make this application and to

Wis application. .
g 786, MOUNTAIN BLVD., WATCHUNG, NJ 07060

AT R R R T N R N N N ] see seee

(Signature of Applicant) (Address of Applicant)

PLOT PLAN

NOTE: Locate all buildings and indicate all set-back dimensions.
Applicant must indicate the building line or lines clearly and distinctly on the drawings.

N

N.Y.S. ROUTE 94

SITE

NOTE: See Attached drawing for proposed
sianage ari lIr~aticae




. &f‘“ ehesasectenivonrva s titetasses st rrarastane T"cpho‘n‘ 565_8807‘ 4

Refer — APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT

Planning Board....ooeorieeceninarenen Pursuant to New York State Building Code and Town Ordinances -
- Bighway . civieeiiaisiissscaciancennne

SEWEr t.uviieiaitiiieitaesatetaieanes

BT osevvratvsvsncsssrosoessoconcnsne Dm7/2.5.19‘)7—.

Zoning Board of Appeals cvoeveeieaenss
INSTRUCTIONS

a. This application must be completely filled in by typewriter or in ink and submitted in duplicate to the Building Inspector.

b. Plot plan showing location of lot and buildings on premises, relationship to adjoining premises or public streets or areas,
and giving a detailed description of layout of property must be drawn on the diagram which is part of this application.,

¢. This application must be accompanied by two complete sets or plans showing proposed construction and two complete
sets of specifications. Plans and specifications shall describe the nature of the work to be performed, the materials and equipment
to be used and installed and details of structural, mechanical and plumbing installations. -

d. The work covered by this application may not be commenced before the issuance of a Building Permit.

e. Upon approval of this application, the Building Inspector will issue a Building Permit to the applicant together with ap-
proved set of plans and specifications. Such permit and approved plans and specifications shall be kept on the premises, available
for inspection throughout the progress of the work.

f. No building shall be occupied or used in whole or in part for any purpose whatever until a Certificate of Occupancy shall
have been granted by the Building Inspector.

APPLICATION IS HEREBY MADE to the Building Inspector for the issuance of a Building Permit pursuant to the New York
Bullding Construction Code Ordinances of the Town of New Windsor for the construction of buildings, additions or alterations,
or for removal or demolition or use of property, as herein described. The applicant agrees to comply with all applicable laws, or-
dinances, regulations and certifies that he is the owner or agent of all that certain lot, picce or parcel of land and/or building de-
scribed in this application and if not the owner, that he has been' duly and properly authorized to make this application and to

Wﬂis application. )
g 786 MOUNTAIN BLVD., WATCHUNG, NJ 07060

T R I I R R I R R R R N

(Signature of Applicant) ‘ (Address of Applicant)

PLOT PLAN

NOTE: Locate all buildings and indicate all set-back dimensions.
Applicant must indicate the building line or lines clearly and distinctly on the drawings.

N

N.Y.S. ROUTE 94

SITE

NOTE: See Attached drawing for proposed
signage and locations.

N.Y.S. ROUTE 32
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